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A  Course  Which  Spells  Division 


It  is  time  that  all  Presbyterian  ministers 
and  elders  should  face  squarely  the  fact  that 
certain  men  among  us  are  advocating  and 
promoting  a  course  of  procedure  which,  if 
rried  to  a  successful  issue,  spells  another 
vision  for  Presbyterianism. 


It  is  time  that  any  who  are  in  a  doubtful 
frame  of  mind  should  reach  a  decision 
whether  or  not  they  want  division.  If  they 
do,  they  will  support  the  group  which  seeks 
that  end ;  if  they  do  not  they  should  exert 
their  influence  to  prevent  the  success  of  such 
an  undertaking. 

It  is  useless  longer  to  close  our  eyes  to 
facts.  There  is  on  foot  a  very  definite  and 
apparently  w.ell^drganized  movement  to  have 
the  next  General  Assembly  dominated  by  men 
who  are  committed  to  the  program  proposed 
by  a  certain  group. 

What  is  the  end  in  view?  It  has  been  pub¬ 
licly  stated  in  numerous  ways  by  different 
persons,  but  is  put  most  tersely  by  Dr.  A. 
Gordon  MacLennan  in  The  Presbyterian  of 
December  18.  It  is  “to  exscind  the  presbytery” 
of  New  York.  This  program  is  determined 
upon  now.  No  opportunity  is  to  be  given  to 
the  next  General  Assembly — the  church  court 
provided  by  law — to  pass  judicially  upon_  the 
compliance  of  that  presbytery  with  the  direc¬ 
tions  of  the  last  Assembly.  Thus  a  case  is 
to  be  prejudged  and  predetermined  by  what 
these  brethren  describe  as  the  "election  of 
only  safe  men”  as  commissioners — that  is, 
men  who  are  pledged  in  advance  to  carry  out 
this  design,  right  or  wrong. 

Such  is  the  issue  placed  squarely  before  us. 
There  is  no  longer  the  least  uncertainty  about 


it  Two  church  papers  publicly  advocate  this 
course.  One  of  them  goes  so  far  as  to  dis¬ 
credit  the  integrity  of  the  Judicial  Commis¬ 
sion,  made  up  of  some  of  the  nob  est  men  m 
the  church,  declaring  that  st  would  be  safer 
for  most  cases  to  be  handled  by  the  General 
Assembly  directly.”  Of  course  it  would  be, 
if  commissioners  are  to  be  pledged  to  PJ®' 
scribed  action  in  advance  of  a  study  ot  the 
facts  Any  attorney  would  feel  that  his  case 
was  absolutely  “safe"  in  the  hands  of  a  jury 
if  he  knew  that  every  member  of  the  jury  had 
sworn  to  render  a  predetermined  verdict,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  evidence.  But  the  man  who 
ventured  to  suggest  such  a  procedure  in  a 
court  of  civil  law  would  be  regarded  as  un« 
for  citizenship.  To  advocate  that  kind  of 
“ safeness ”  in  church  affairs  is  to  violate  every 
principle  of  Presbyterian  law  and  of  Chris¬ 
tian  conscience. 

And  if  that  program  is  carried  out  success¬ 
fully,  what  then?  Go  read  church  history, 
especially  the  history  of  the  division  into 
“Old  School”  and  “New  School  and  find  the 
answer.  We  are  persuaded  that  it  will  result 
in  nothing  short  of  widespread  division  in 
Presbyterian  ranks.  The  Presbytery  of  New 
York,  in  our  opinion,  is  as  firmly  bound  to  the 
church  by  all  of  the  ties  of  tradition  and  sen¬ 
timent  as  are  other  presbyteries.  Such  ties 
were  never  more  in  evidence  than  at  the  con¬ 
gregational  meeting  of  the  First  Church. 
What  would  j you  say  and  do  if,  in  what  seem¬ 
ed  to  you  a  drastic  manner,  presbytery  should 
direct  you  to  sever  your  relations  with  a  be¬ 
loved  minister  whom  you  sincerely  believe  is 
rendering  a  rarely  effective  Christian  service! 
What  that  church  did  was  because  of  its 
abounding  loyalty.  It  is  pathetic  to  read  the 
words  uttered  by  Dr.  John  H.  Finley  and 
Mr.  W.  M.  Kingsley  on  that  occasion.  They 
urged  the  restraint  of  natural  feeling  and 
willingness  to  accept  Dr.  Fosdick’s  resignation 
because  they  knew  “no  better  way  to  show 
our  loyalty  to  the  great  church  of  which  we 
are  a  part  and  illustrate  the  Christian  spirit 
which  Dr.  Fosdick  himself  has  exemplified 
and  taught.” 


We  are  sure  that  there  are  other  presby¬ 
teries  which  would  never  have  had  the  grace 
to  endure  what  a  few  have  forced  that  one 
presbytery  to  endure.  If  that  body  of  devoted 
men  and  churches,  loyal  in  absolutely  every 
respect  except  to  the  unconstitutional  kind  of 
dogmatism  which  a  few  seek  to  impose  upon 
us  all,  is  forced  out  of  the  great  Presbyterian 
Church  in  any  such  summary  fashion  as  was 
pursued  with  reference  to  the  “New  School’ 
group  in  1837  then,  in  the  writer’s  judgment, 
there  will  happen  again  what  happened  then. 
Many  other  presbyteries  and  individual  minis¬ 
ters  and  churches  simply  will  not  be  subjected 
to  the  odium  of  being  looked  upon  as  parties 
to  so  unrighteous  a  procedure,  and  inevitable 
division  will  follow. 

Do  you  zvant  division?  Then  do  the  bidding 
of  those  who  seek  it.  Do  you  want  to  main¬ 
tain  a  great  church  and  strengthen  it  for  every 
Christian  service  it  ought  to  render?  Then 
go  to  your  knees,  seek  to  learn  the  spirit  and 
the  will  of  our  Lord  and  arise  to  follow  the 
divine  bidding.  If  division  comes  in  Presby¬ 
terianism  because  of  the  indifference  or  inertia 
of  those  who  are  unwilling  to  stand  manfully 
for  their  convictions,  then  they  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  bear  the  responsibility. 


{Presbyterian  Banner,  January  29,  1925) 

Shall  We  Politicize  The  Presbyteries 

The  daily  newspapers  in  New  York  and 
Pittsburgh  have  published  a  story  that  a  let¬ 
ter,  signed  by  eight  ministers,  has  been  sent 
to  ’  1,S00  Presbyterian  ministers,  requesting 
them  to  use  their  influence  in  order  that  only 
Fundamentalist  ministers  and  elders  be  sent 
as  commissioners  to  the  annual  General  As¬ 
sembly  which  meets  in  Columbus,  Ohio,  in  the 
early  days  of  May. 

The  letter  urges  that  presbyteries  “select 
such  commissioners  to  the  General  Assembly 
of  1925  as  will  be  loyal  to  the  historic  position 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church.”  It  further  says: 


“Prompt  action  is  necessary  because  many 
presbyteries  elect  commissioners  early  in  the 
year. 

“What  would  you  think  of  holding  loyalty 
meetings  for  the  purpose  of  instructing  the 
people  in  the  danger  that  threatens  historic 
Presbyterianism  ? 

“This  is  a  most  important  crisis  in  the  life 
of  our  beloved  church.  Modernism  is  wide¬ 
spread,  insidious  and  perplexing  because  it  is 
using  the  language  with  which  the  church  has 
always  been  familiar. 

"Nevertheless  it  is  evident  that  the  attack 
is  against  the  inspiration  of  the  Scriptures,  a 
belittling  or  denial  of  the  deity  of  Christ,  his 
miracles,  his  sacrificial  atonement,  his  resur¬ 
rection  and  ascension  to  the  right  hand  of 
God  and  his  return  at  the  end  of  the  age  to 
judge  the  world. 

‘These  essential  doctrines  of  the  word  of 
God  and  the  Presbyterian  Church  are  being 
assailed  not  only  by  those  who  are  without 
the  pale  of  the  church,  but  by  some  who  are 
under  vows  to  sustain  and  propagate  these 
doctrines.  We  believe  this  crisis  calls  for 
immediate  and  united  action.” 

One  of  the  signers,  Dr.  Buchanan,  is  re¬ 
ported  in  the  New  York  Times  as  saying: 

“The  purpose  of  the  movement  is  to  save 
the  Presbyterian  Church  from  the  inroads  of 
Modernism  and  to  protect  our  historic  church 
in  its  spiritual  and  evangelical  position.  If  this 
is  called  a  propaganda,  I  believe  that  a  propa¬ 
ganda  has  nut  necessarily  any  evil  meaning.” 

The  sending  out  of  such  a  letter  as  this  is 
an  appeal  to  the  ordinary  fears  that  beset  men 
in  life.  It  is  an  appeal  to  credulity  and  the 
lower  motives.  The  strain  of  making  a  living 
and  facing  the  perplexities  and  mysteries  of 
life  is  real  enough  without  adding  a  fearful 
foreboding  about  the  future  of  our  church. 

There  is  a  strange  type  of  Christian  faith 
that  begets  no  trust  in  men.  It  has  little 
affinity  with  our  Lord’s  confidence  in  poor 
humans.  Those  who  hold  it  seem  to  be 
afraid  of  the  age  they  live  in.  Every  new 
voice  and  movement  is  a  dread.  What  they 


cannot  understand  breeds  alarms.  The  very 
faith  they  confess  is  not  trusted,  neither  is 
the  God  of  history,  who  is  the  Lord  of  the 
Church. 

This  letter  makes  serious  charges  against 
the  ministry  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  that 
there  are  men  in  the  church  who  belittle  or 
deny  the  deity  of  Jesus,  his  miracles,  atone¬ 
ment  and  resurrection — these  are  sweeping 
statements.  Our  church  members  depend  for 
their  eternal  salvation  on  the  fact  of  the 
deity  of  our  Lord  and  his  substitutionary 
atonement  for  sin.  Naturally  they  will  be 
disturbed  and  ask,  “Are  the  ministers  of  our 
church  disloyal  to  the  truth  as  revealed  in  the 
Scriptures  and  the  doctrines  taught  in  the 
Westminster  Cathechism?”  They  have  a  right 
to  ask  such  questions.  Of  course,  there  are 
men  who  deny  such  verities,  but  they  are  not 
members  of  our  communion.  We  do  not  know 
such  ministers,  nor  have  we  ever  heard  of 
them  being  in  the  Presbyterian  Church. 

The  sincerity  and  zeal  of  these  signers  we 
do  not  impugn.  Most  of  them  are  well  known, 
some  bear  distinguished  names  in  the  church. 
“I  bear  them  record  that  they  have  a  zeal  of 
God,  but  not  according  to  knowledge.”  One 
wonders  if  they  have  thought  out  the  real 
import  of  their  appeal.  They  have,  quite  un¬ 
consciously,  no  doubt,  constituted  themselves 
as  private  inquisitors  into  the  integrity  of 
their  brethren  in  the  ministry. 

Such  action  as  they  advise  would  produce 
a  deplorable  spirit  of  rancor  and  suspicion  in 
every  presbytery,  create  parties  and  cliques. 
Canvassing  votes  for  commissioners  to  the 
General  Assembly  would  set  minister  against 
minister,  and  elder  against  elder,  fathers 
against  brethren.  Imagine  some  father  in 
Israel  who  had  spent  his  honored  life  in  the 
church,  being  asked  to  declare  where  he  stood 
on  a  controversy  that  held  little  interest  for 
him. 

We  assure  our  readers  there  are  good  min¬ 
isters  of  Jesus  Christ  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  who  are  evangelical  in  doctrine  and 
evangelistic  in  spirit— evangelical  is  a  much 
older  and  better  word  than  fundamental — but 


who  absolutely  refuse  to  wear  the  shop-worn 
tag  of  “fundamentalist.”  Any  self-respecting 
minister  resents  having  a  theological  pistol 
put  to  his  head,  with  a  demand,  “Stand 
and  re-deliver  your  creed."  Unless  we  seri¬ 
ously  misjudge  the  temper  and  spirit  of  the 
ministry  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  they  will 
resent  firmly  any  attempt  to  introduce  ward 
political  methods  into  presbytery  meetings. 

The  writers  of  this  unfortunate  letter  have 
overreached  themselves.  Some  of  them  have 
gone  “to  sleep  on  the  lap  of  their  Delilah, 
and  in  the  issue  may  become  eyeless  Samsons, 
grinding  at  the  mill  and  destined  to  pull  down 
the  pillars  of  their  own  house.” 

Heretofore  the*  Presbyterian  Church  has  had 
singular  immunity  from  political  machina¬ 
tions  and  ecclesiastic  cabals.  We  are  amazed 
at  the  mental  obtuseness  of  these  men  and 
this  reprehensible  action. 

It  is  part  of  the  fatality  involved  in  the 
ignoble  pursuit  of  heresy  that  it  produces 
alarms  in  the  hearts  of  thousands  of  God¬ 
fearing,  humble  men  and  women,  who  sit  in 
the  pews,  teach  in  the  Sunday  schools,  and 
follow  their  spiritual  leaders  without  question. 
We  beg  to  assure  them  that  no  such  crisis 
exists,  nor  is  there  any  serious  disaffection 
on  the  part  of  their  spiritual  leaders. 

The  Presbyterian  ministry,  as  a  body,  is 
composed  of  honest  men  who  are  sound  in 
the  faith,  loyal  to  the  Scripture,  evangelical 
in  their  preaching,  diligent  in  pastoral  office, 
consecrated  to  God,  and  faithful  to  their  or¬ 
dination  vows. 

This  crisis  and  danger  the  writers  call  upon 
the  ministry  to  rescue  the  Presbyterian  Church 
from,  by  such  doubtful  methods,  is  largely  a 
figment  of  their  own  hectic  imaginations.  It 
is  taking  counsel  with  carnal  fears  instead  of 
the  spirit  of  courage  and  faith  and  brotherly 
kindness  pervading  the  pages  of  the  New 
Testament. 

In  some  instances  it  springs  from  an  un- 
scriptural  emphasis  on  our  Lord’s  Second 
Advent.  Those  who  hold  such  views  naturally 
look  for  a  state  of  apostasy  in  the  church. 


And  they  always  see  what  they  are  looking 
for. 

The  signers  of  this  unfortunate  letter  have 
made  insinuations,  given  expression  to  fears, 
created  the  impression  of  a  serious  condition 
in  the  church,  that  something  disastrous  to 
historic  Presbyterianism  is  impending.  With¬ 
out  giving  any  clue  to  the  locality  of  these 
unknown  apostates,  they  have  made  serious 
charges.  They  owe  it  to  the  church  to  pub¬ 
lish  the  names  of  those  ministers  who  are  un¬ 
dermining  the  faith  of  thousands.  We  wish  to 
know  who  they  are,  and  in  what  presbyteries. 
If  they  tell  us  we  will  publish  their  names. 
But  if  they  are  not  produced,  our  readers 
will  understand  which  of  the  Ten  Command¬ 
ments  has  been  violated  in  an  attempt  to 
politicize  the  presbyteries  of  the  church. 


{The  Continent,  January  29,  19 25 ) 

A  Challenge  Promptly  Met 

Recently  a  correspondent  criticized  The 
Continent  for  rebuking  the  habit  of  publishing 
vague  and  indefinite  charges  of  heresy  and 
disloyalty  which  bring  unnamed  individuals 
under  suspicion,  and  challenged  us  to  specify. 
Apparently  that  correspondent  does  not  read 
our  Philadelphia  contempory  which  indulges 
in  that  pastime  with  reckless  regularity,  but 
if  he  wants  an  illustration  of  the  habit  he  will 
find  it  on  page  12  of  its  January  IS  issue.  This 
particular  slander  is  rather  more  specific  than 
usual.  It  names  Dr.  Charles  R.  Erdman  and 
indulges  in  the  most  unworthy  insinuations 
to  the  effect  that  "the  rationalists  have  gained 
an  important  advantage”  through  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  Dr.  Erdman  as  pastor  of  First  Church, 
Princeton. 

If  there  is  a  minister  in  the  church  who 
typifies  theological  conservativism  and  ortho¬ 
doxy,  it  is  Dr.  Erdman.  Moreover,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  find  a  milder  mannered  gentle¬ 
man  in  the  Presbyterian  fold.  But  this  covert 
attack  is  so  shameful  that  even  Dr.  Erdman 
is  compelled  to  write  to  the  periodical  which 


published  the  innuendoes,  denouncing  its  in¬ 
sinuations  as  “unfounded,  unwarranted,  un¬ 
kind  and  unchristian"  and  as  "calculated  to 
injure  my  standing  as  a  minister,  to  disturb 
the  peace  of  the  church,  and  to  tarnish  the 
name  of  the  seminary  I  serve.”  Dr.  Erdman 
asserts  what  all  Presbyterians  well  know,  that 
for  thirty  years  he  has  been  writing  and 
speaking  “in  defense  and  proclamation  of  the 
Christian  faith,  and  no  one  can  quote  a  line 
of  mine  which  savors  of  ‘rationalism.’”  Yet 
here  is  an  ardent  defender  of  the  faith  who  is 
accused  of  encouraging  “rationalism”  for  no 
better  reason  than  that  he  is  the  kind  of 
Christian  who  is  sufficiently  like  his  Master 
to  labor  to  bring  men  of  differing  views  into 
the  fellowship  of  divine  love. 

In  Dr.  Erdman’s  open  letter  he  asserts  with 
commendable  courage  and  frankness  that  the 
spirit  of  the  attack  on  him  is  “that  of  unfair¬ 
ness,  of  fanaticism,  of  suspicion  and  faction.” 
In  what  follows  he  speaks  so  clearly  the  con¬ 
victions  of  The  Continent  that  his  words 
addressed  to  the  group  represented  by  The 
Presbyterian  are  here  reproduced : 

“Your  evident  purpose  is  to  disrupt  the 
Presbyterian  Church.  You  are  succeeding 
only  in  dividing  its  evangelical  forces.  The 
great  majority  of  Presbyterians  are  sane  and 
sound  and  conservative.  They  are  certain  to 
repudiate  your  statements,  disavow  your  aims 
and  deplore  your  spirit.  As  far  as  I  venture 
to  interpret  the  mind  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  it  believes  in  contending  for  the  faith ; 
but  only  by  constitutional  methods  and  in 
spirit  of  charity.  It  Believes,  however,  that 
controversy  is  not  our  sole  duty;  but  that  we 
must  also  strive  to  maintain  ‘the  unity  of  the 
Spirit  in  the  bonds  of  peace’  and  at  the  same 
time  press  forward  with  the  proclamation  of 
the  gospel  to  the  whole  world.  While  actual 
rationalism  is  undisguised  and  rampant,  this  is 
no  time  for  evangelical  Christians  to  divide. 
May  God  be  merciful  to  any  one  who  now 
fails  to  strive  not  only  for  the  purity,  but 
also  for  the  peace  and  prosperity,  of  our 
beloved  church.” 


31  MINISTERS  URGE 
LIBERTY®  CHURCH 


Presbyterian  Clergymen  Want 
the  Historic  Freedom  of 
Doctrine  Maintained. 


APPEAL  TO  ALL  MEMBERS 


Committee  Charges  That  Those 
Casting  Suspicion  on  Faithful 
Are  Fomenting  Division. 

- — —ffzs- 

AUBURN,  N.  Y.,  Feb.  38  (Associated 
Press).— A  statement  entitled  “For 
Peace  and  Liberty,”  signed  by  thirty- 
one  members  of  the  Correspondence 
Committee,  composed  of  Presbyterian 
ministers  from  many  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  was  issued  today  by  Professor  R.  H. 
Nichols  of  Auburn  Theological  Semi¬ 
nary.  Secretary  of  the  committee. 

In  giving  It  out  Professor  Nichols  em¬ 
phasized  the  fact  that  the  statement 
was  not  a  manifesto  of  any  theological 
party,  but  an  appeal  for  liberty  within 
the  Presbyterian  Church  for  the  holding 
of  various  forms  of  evangelical  Chris¬ 
tian  belief,  and  for  subordinating  theo¬ 
logical  differences  to  united  work  for 
the  world. 

The  statement  and  the  names  of  the 
signers  are  as  follows: 

“In  view  of  recent  acts  which  are  dis¬ 
turbing  the  peace  of  our  Church  and 
threatening  tho  liberties  of  its  office-  J 
bearers,  we,  the  undersigned  ministers.  ; 
make  this  statement  to  the  thousands  of  ' 
our  brethren  who  may  /hot  *know  all  the 
facts  but  who,  we  are  assured,  agree 
with  us  In  ardent  desire  to  preserve  the 
unitv  of  the  Church. 

“The  affirmation  issued  In  1924.  signed 
by  more  than  1,300  of  our  ministers,  as¬ 
serted  the  historic  freedom  of  teaching, 
within  evangelical  bounds,  guaranteed 
to  ministers  of  our  communion.  The 
General  Assembly  of  1024  agreed  with 
the  affirmation  by  rejecting  as  uncon¬ 
stitutional  an  overture  which  sought  to 
require  of  certain  officers  of  the  Church 
subscription  to  particular  interpretations 
of  the  standards  set  forth  in  deliver¬ 
ances  ©f  General  Assemblies. 

“In  spite  of  this  decision  of  our  highest 
court,  efforts  are  still  being  made  to 
impose  these  uoctrfmrf  tntcrprvtarftm:- ■ - 
upon  ministers,  and  in  effect  to  apPO 
to  members  of  the  boards  and  other 
church  officers  the  very  tests  which  the 
assembly  declared  unconstitutional.  A 
letter  has  been  widely  circulated  which 
insinuates  dishonesty  on  the  part  of  some 
of  our  ministers  and  asserts  that  un¬ 
belief  is  widespread  among  them,  and. 
therefore,  urges  agitation  to  inform  the 
people  of  tile  Church  of  these  alleged 
conditions,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  election  of  what  are  called  loyal 
commissioners  to  the  next  General  As¬ 
sembly. 

“Such  actions  are  fomenting  a  spirit 
of  division,  casting  unwarranted  sus- 

flclon  on  the  loyalty  and  candor  of  faith* 

Lil  ministers,  threatening  the  disruption 
of  oiir  Church,  and  hindering  that  con¬ 
centration  of  our  energies  on  Christian 
ministry  to  the  w  .rid  which  the  heart 
of  our  Church  desires. 

“Therefore,  we  appeal  to  our  brethren 
in  the  Presbyteries  to  stand  firmly  for 
'the  maintenance  of  our  historic  liberties, 
to  discourage  unbrotherly  judgments,  to 
cherish  the  ideal  of  an  inclusive  Chris¬ 
tian  Church,  and  to  unite  the  whole 
strength  of  our  communion  in  forward¬ 
ing  tne  work  to  which  our  Master  has 
called  us." 

Those  who  signed  the  statement  and 
compose  the  Correspondence  Committee 
are  : 

Wendell  Prime  Keeler,  First  Church. 
Yonkers,  N.  Y. ;  Albert  J.  Alexander, 
First  Church.  Beaver,  Pa. ;  Robert 
Brewster  Beattie,  First  Church,  East 
Orange.  N.  J.;  Philip  Smead  Bird, 
First  Church,  Utica.  N.  Y. :  William 
Adams  Erown,  professor  in  Union 
Theological  Seminary,  New  York; 
Charles  L.  Candee,  Westminster  Churc-h, 
Wilmington,  Del. ;  James  E.  Clarke, 
Editor  Presbyteiian  Advance,  Nashville, 
Tenn. ;  Henry  Sloane  Coffin,  Madison 
Avenue  Church,  New  York  City;  Wil¬ 
liam  R.  Farmer, '  professor  in  Western 
Theological  Seminary,'  Pittsburgh  Pa.; 
Robert  Freeman,  Pasadena  Church, 
Pasadena,  Cal. 

Martin  D.  Hardin.  First  Church, 
Ithaca,  N.  Y. ;  Adalbert  P.  Iilgley,  Cal¬ 
vary  Church,  Cleveland,  Ohio:  B.  A. 
llodgos,  Synodical  Director  of  Religious 
Education,  W&xahachle,  Texas;  Murray 
Shipley  Howland,  Lafayette  Avenue 
Church,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. :  Stanley  Arm¬ 
strong  Hunter,  St.  John's  Church, 
Berkeley,  Cal.;  John  J.  Lawrence,  First 
Church.  Binghamton,  N.  Y. ;  John  A. 
MacCallum.  Walnut  Street  Church. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  ;  Alexander  MacColl.  : 
Second  Church,  Philadelphia,  Fa.;  John  I 
A.  Macintosh,  professor  in  McCormick 
Theological  Seminary,  Chicago,  ill.; 
John  W.  W.  Mclvor,  Second  Church,  St. 
l^ouis,  Mo. 

Malcolm  L.  MacPhail,  First  Church, 
Auburn.  N.  Y. ;  William  I\  Merrill, 
Brick  Church.  New  York  City;  J.  V. 
Moldenhawer,  Westminster  Church,  Al¬ 
bany,  N.  Y. ;  John  J.  Moment,  Crescent 
Avenue  Church,  Plainfield,  N.  J. : 
Robert  Hastings  Nicholas,  professor  in  J 
Auburn  Theological  Seminary.  Auburn.  | 
-V.  Y. ;  Arthur  Lee  Odell,  VVestminster  I 
Church.  Detroit,  Mich.;  Robert  R.  Reelt, 
First  Church,  Iowa  City,  Iowa;  William 
I..  Sawtclle,  First  Church.  Scranton.  I 
Pa.:  Oeo’ge  B.  Stewart.  President  of  I 
Auburn  Theological  Seminary,  Auburn.  : 
N.  Y. ;  Rasmus  Thomsen.  Central  1 
Church,  Amarillo,  Texas ;  Edward  W. 
Wlcher,  professor  in  San  Francisco 
Theological  Seminary,  San  Ansolmo, 
Cal. 
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FOR  PEACE  AND  LIBERTY 


AfllrPCTPrl  to  the  Ministers  and  People  of  tke 
Presbyterian  Church  in  tke  United  States  of  America 


In  view  of  recent  acts  which  are  disturbing  the  peace 
of  our  Church  and  threatening  the  liberties  of  its  office¬ 
bearers,  we,  the  undersigned  ministers,  make  this  state¬ 
ment  to  the  thousands  of  our  brethren  who  may  not  know 
all  the  facts  but  who,  we  are  assured,  agree  with  us  m 
ardent  desire  to  preserve  the  unity  of  the  church. 

The  Affirmation  issued  in  1924,  signed  by  over  thir¬ 
teen  hundred  of  our  ministers,  asserted  the  historic  free¬ 
dom  of  teaching,  within  evangelical  bounds,  guaranteed 
to  ministers  of  our  communion.  The  General  Assembly 
of  1924  agreed  with  the  position  taken  in  the  Affirma¬ 
tion  by  rejecting  as  unconstitutional  an  overture  which 
sought  to  require  of  certain  officers  of  the  Church  sub¬ 
scription  to  particular  interpretations  of  the  Standards 
set  forth  in  deliverances  of  General  Assemblies. 

In  spite  of  this  decision  of  our  highest  court,  efforts 
are  still  being  made  to  impose  these  doctrinal  interpre¬ 
tations  upon  ministers,  and  in  effect  to  apply  to  members 
of  the  Boards  and  other  church  officers  the  very  tests 
which  the  Assembly  declared  unconstitutional.  A  letter 
has  been  widely  circulated  which  insinuates  dishonesty  on 
the  part  of  some  of  our  ministers  and  asserts  that  un¬ 
belief  is  widespread  among  them,  and  therefore  urges 
agitation  to  inform  the  people  of  the  church  of  these 
alleged  conditions,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  what  are  called  loyal  commissioners  to  the  next 
General  Assembly. 

Such  actions  are  fomenting  a  spirit  of  division,  cast- 
mg’  unwarranted  suspicion  on  the  loyalty  and  candor  of 
faithful  ministers,  threatening  the  disruption  of  our 
church,  and  hindering  that  concentration  of  our  energies 
on  Christian  ministry  to  the  world  which  the  heart  of 
our  Church  desires. 

Therefore,  we  appeal  to  our  brethren  in  the  presby¬ 
teries  to  stand  firmly  for  the  maintenance  of  our  histone 
liberties,  to  discourage  unbrotherly  judgments,  to  cher¬ 
ish  the  ideal  of  an  inclusive  Christian  Church,  and  to 
unite  the  whole  strength  of  our  communion  m  forward¬ 
ing  the  work  to  which  our  Master  has  called  us. 
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byterian  Men’s  Union  held  its  meeting 
with  this  church  February  5. 

Kokomo,  3 rad. — At  the  First  Church, 
Rev.  H.  A.  Drake,  pastor,  the  Westmin¬ 
ster  Auxiliary  celebrated  its  11th  an¬ 
niversary  at  the  February  meeting. 
Christian  Endeavor  Decision  Day  was 
observed,  and  on  February  8  the  pas¬ 
tor  preached  a  special  sermon  on  self 
denial. 

Gssian,  ind. — At  the  conclusion  of 
simultaneous  revival  services  through¬ 
out  Wells  County,  the  Ossian  Church 
had  the  largest  attendance  ever  present 
at  communion,  and  Pastor  V.  N.  An¬ 
drews  welcomed  42  new  members  and 
baptized  28  persons.  Mr.  Andrews  con¬ 
ducted  his  own  evangelistic  services  ex¬ 
cept  that  he  was  assisted  by  Mr.  A.  E. 
Strang,  a  busy  elder  of  Bethany  Church, 
Ft.  Wayne,  who  drove  down  every  even¬ 
ing  to  assist  by  singing  and  leading  the 
chorus.  The  Ossian  Church  received  the 
largest  number  of  members  of  any 
church  engaged  in  the  campaign. 

Cambridge,  Karas. — A  Men’s  Com¬ 
munity  Brotherhood  and  a  Men’s  Class 
have  been  organized,  Rev.  F.  C.  Hum¬ 
phrey,  pastor.  The  boy  scouts  have 
kept  up  their  excellent  work  in  spite 
of  winter  weather. 

Hays,  Karas. — For  the  second  time  a 
unanimous  call  was  extended  to  Rev. 
David  McCleave  of  Nevado,  Mo.  This 
time  he  will  accept,  beginning  work 
March  1.  Dr.  George  T.  Arnold  sup¬ 
plied  the  pulpit  on  the  Sunday  the  call 
was  issued.  The  church  has  been  va¬ 
cant  since  Dr.  Gerrit  Snyder  removed  to 
Lawrence. 

La  Harpe,  Karas. — Rev.  R.  M.  Trues- 
dale,  pastor,  welcomed  13  new  members 
during  January,  nine  being  on  confes¬ 
sion  of  faith. 

Osborne,  Karas. — Pastor  E.  M.  Scott 
is  in  the  midst  of  evangelistic  services 
assisted  by  Rev.  C.  S.  Calkins.  Because 
of  the  great  interest  aroused,  other 
churches  of  the  city  are  cooperating. 
Mr.  Scott  writes  in  warm  terms  con¬ 
cerning  the  work  of  both  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Calkins. 

Reece,  Karas. — The  church  plans  to 
carve  off  a  big  slice  of  its  indebtedness 
at  a  fellowship  dinner  to  be  held  Feb¬ 
ruary  18.  Rev.  Morgan  C.  V/ebb  is  pas¬ 
tor. 

Wakeeraey,  Karas. — Contract  has  been 
let  for  a  $7, COO  eight  room  manse  for 
Pastor  L.  H.  McCormick.  The  entire 
cost  has  been  pledged  by  the  congrega¬ 
tion.  Work  will  begin  promptly. 

Detroit,  Mich. — Rev.  William  C.  Mc- 
Knight,  for  10  years  pastor  of  the  Bir¬ 
mingham  church,  has  accepted  a  call  to 
Eastminster,  Detroit.  Rev.  Donald  S. 
Carmichael  will  take  charge  of  the  new 
work  at  Strathmore,  a  rapidly  growing 
suburb.  A  new  organization  called  the 
Order  of  the  Mystic  Union  is  being 
formed,  both  ministers  and  laymen  be¬ 
coming  members. 

Carterville,  Mo. — Carterville  church 
has  three  Endeavor  societies  totaling  47 
members.  Preston,  a  country  church 
about  15  miles  away  is  in  a  typical  rural 
community.  The  buildings  at  both 
places  have  recently  been  repainted  and 
23  new  members  have  been  added  to 
the  two  congregations  which  are  served 
by  Rev.  George  Mullendore. 

Joplin,  Mo. — At  the  Brotherhood  Din¬ 
ner,  February  4,  the  men  enjoyed  a 
period  of  Bible  Study  which  at  their 
request  had  been  arranged  by  Pastor 
R:  H.  M.  Augustine.  This  congregation 


follows  the  plan  of  using  one  great  hymn 
frequently  enough  for  the  members  to 
be  able  to  memorize  the  words.  “Ye 
Servants  of  God  Your  Master  Pro¬ 
claim”  was  thus  used  during  January. 
A  Church  Night  Supper  has  been  ar¬ 
ranged  for  each  Wednesday  night  by 
the  Pastor's  Aid  Society.  A  reception 
to  new  members  was  recently  given,  the 
church  officers  and  older  members  being 
the  hosts.  Once  every  six  weeks  the 
entire  Bible  school  marches  into  the 
church  auditorium  for  a  special  service 
of  worship  conducted  by  the  pastor. 

Cleveland,  Ohio. — Dr.  Charles  F. 
Wishart  supplied  the  pulpit  of  the  Old 
Stone  Church  on  February  I.  On  Feb¬ 
ruary  6  at  the  annual  dinner  of  the 
Presbyterian  Union  the  speaker  and 
guest  of  honor  was  Mr.  Nolan  R.  Best, 
former  editor  of  “The  Continent.” 

Oklahoma  City,  OkSa. — M  aywood 
Church,  Rev.  F.  J.  Stowe,  pastor,  cele¬ 
brated  the  44th  birthday  of  Christian 
Endeavor  by  inspiring  services  and  a 
banquet  of  the  four  societies.  Members 
of  the  session  and  their  wives  were  in¬ 
vited  guests.  A  birthday  candle  exercise, 
presided  over  by  Harold  Singer,  execu¬ 
tive  secretary  of  the  Oklahoma  Union, 
was  particularly  impressive.  A  toast  to 
the  societies  was  proposed  by  the  pas¬ 
tor,  the  presidents  of  the  various  organi¬ 
zations  responding-  The  whole  occasion 
emphasized  the  fact  that  Maywood  is 
a  young  people’s  church  in  a  peculiar 
sense. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.-— At  Culbertson 
Heights  two  new  members  were  re¬ 
ceived  on  February  1,  seven  infants 
baptized,  seven  deacons  and  one  elder 
ordained.  Rev.  R.  M.  McCulloh  is  pastor. 

Warren,  Ohio. — On  February  11,  a 
father  and  son  banquet  was  held.  Rev. 
Marcus  A.  Spencer,  assistant  minister, 
is  giving  a  series  of  “book  sermons.” 
Mr.  A.  W.  Ashley,  for  18  years  musi¬ 
cal  director,  has  asked  to  be  released 
from  this  responsibility,  much  to  the  re¬ 
gret  of  the  church.  Rev.  Franklin  P. 
Reinhold  is  pastor. 

South  Brownsville,  P®.- — February  1 
was  the  fourth  anniversary  of  the  pas¬ 
torate  of  Rev.  Will  T.  Swaim  and  the 
closing  day  of  an  evangelistic  campaign 
in  which  the  pastor  did  all  of  the  preach¬ 
ing.  He  had  the  pleasure  of  welcoming 
25  new  members  into  the  church  and  of 
witnessing  a  Sunday  school  attendance 
or  347. 

Greenfield,  Teora.™ The  congregation 
adopted  most  cordial  resolutions  com¬ 
mending  the  high  character  and  very 
successful  work  of  Dr.  Robert  McXnturff 
at  the  time  of  releasing  its  pastor  that 
he  might  accept  the  call  to  the  Cleve¬ 
land  Street  Church,  Nashville.  The  ac¬ 
tion  permitting  Dr.  McJnturff’s  retire¬ 
ment  was  taken  with  great  regret,  and 
the  resolutions  adopted  express  the  ap¬ 
preciation  and  love  of  the  people  for 
both  the  pastor  and  his  wife  and  recite 
the  fine  progress  that  has  been  made 
under  his  leadership,  setting  forth  that 
Dr.  Mclnturff  and  his  family  had  brought 
to  the  church  “the  refinement  of  cul¬ 
ture;  the  power  of  intellectual  vision; 
the  influence  of  moral  stamina;  the 
strength  of  fine  social  characteristics; 
the  inspiration  of  religions  ideas  and 
ideals  essential  to  the  advancement  and 
progress  of  mankind  everywhere,  and  a 
broad  experience  in  the  principles  of 
Christian  work.” 

Caracas,  Texas. — -The  Wallace  Church, 
Rev.  A.  W.  Yell,  pastor,  is  making  en¬ 
couraging  progress  particularly  in  the 


NEW  FLAT  IRON  MAKES  ITS  OWN 
HEAT 


Saves  Half  Home  Irorairag  Work  and 

Time.  Costs  Two  Cents  an  Ironing 

A  new  flat  iron,  not  electric,  which 
heats  itself,  and  according  to  experts,  is 
the  best  home  ironing  invention  ever 
made,  is  the  latest  achievement  of  W. 
C.  Fowler,  31G  Factory  Building,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  This  new  flat  iron  requires 
no  fire  tending,  no  carrying  of  irons, 
and  banishes  the  drudgery  of  ironing 
day.  Only  one  iron  does  a  family  iron¬ 
ing  in  half  the  time  of  a  full  set  of  old 
style  sad  irons,  and  for  only  two  cents 
cost.  No  wires,  no  connections  of  any 
kind,  no  dirt,  no  worry.  Instantly  regu¬ 
lates  to  any  .desired  heat — never  too 
hot,  never  too  cold.  It  irons  all  materials 
perfectly.  No  heavy  pressure  is  ever 
needed,  yet  the  new  iron  weighs  less 
than  one  old  style  iron.  A  blessing  to 
every  home,  especially  on  farms  and  in 
small  towns.  It  is  absolutely  safe  and 
gives  universal  satisfaction.  A  child 
can  use  it.  Y  orks  perfectly  outdoors  in 
summer.  It  is  the  ambition  of  Mr. 
Fowler  to  have  every  home  enjoy  the 
greater  comfort  of  this  pleasing  labor 
saving  and  money  saving  new  fiat  iron, 
and  he  will  send  one  on  free  trial 
to  any  reader  of  the  Presbyterian  Ad¬ 
vance  who  writes  him.  He  wants  one 
person  in  each  locality  to  whom  he  can 
refer  new  customers.  Take  advantage 
of  his  free  offer.  Agents  wanted.  Write 
him  today. 

FORD  RUNS  57  MILES  ON  GALLON 
OF  GASOLINE 


A  new  automatic  and  self-regulating 
device  has  been  invented  by  John  A. 
Stransky,  225  Fourth  St.,  Pukwana, 
South  Dakota,  with  which  automobiles 
have  made  from  35  to  57  miles  on  a 
gallon  of  gasoline.  It  removes  carbon 
and  reduces  spark  plug  trouble  and 
overheating.  It  can  be  installed  by  any 
one  in  five  minutes.  Mr.  Stransky  wants 
distributors  and  is  willing  to  send  a 
sample  at  his  own  risk.  Write  him  to¬ 
day. — Adv. 


Sunday  school  and  Christian  Endeavor 
societies,  which  have  held  up  well  in 
spite  of  weather  handicaps.  The  En~ 
deavorers  are  now  in  the  midst  of  a  con¬ 
test  to  run  until  March  1.  The  pastor 
has  been  preaching  a  series  of  sermons 
on  the  Lord’s  Prayer. 

Ft.  Worth,  Texas.— -Hemphill  Church 
has  received  one  or  more  new  members 
every  Sunday  this  year — 16  during 
January  and  six  the  first  Sunday  in  Feb¬ 
ruary.  Work  is  progx-essing  satisfactor¬ 
ily  on  the  new  building.  Three  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Sabbath  school  were  among 
the  21  honor  graduates  from  the  Ft. 
Worth  Central  High  School.  They  are 
Miss  Marjorie  Sherrell,  Miss  Dorothy 
McGonagill  and  Miss  Emily  Loving  Wil¬ 
son.  Dr.  M.  E.  Chappell  is  pastor. 

Midlothian,  Texas. — In  the  presence 
of  the  family  of  the  bride  and  a  few 
friends,  Rev.'  B.  F.  Taylor,  pastor,  con¬ 
ducted  the  ceremony  which  united  his 
oldest  daughter,  Miss  Exol,  in  marriage 
to  Mr.  Earl  B.  Street  of  Lewisville, 
Texas.  Mr.  Street  is  a  graduate  of 
Trinity  University  and  of  the  law  de¬ 
partment  of  the  state  university.  The 
young  couple  will  make  their  home  in 
Dallas,  where  Mr.  Street  is  connected 
with  a  prominent  law  firm. 
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Dr.  Machen  Answers  Dr.  Erdman 


Because  of  the  following  communica¬ 
tion  from  Dr.  J.  Gresham  Machen,  and 
because  of  inability  to  supply  the  de¬ 
mand  for  copies  of  the  letter  from  Dr. 
Charles  R.  Erdman,  published  in  our 
issue  of  January  22,  the  Erdman  letter 
is  here  reprinted,  together  with  the  re¬ 
ply,  that  readers  may  have  the  views 
of  both  parties. 

In  this  connection  it  is  fair  to  say 
that  Dr.  Erdman  wrote  “The  Presby¬ 
terian  Advance”  to  the  effect  that,  hav¬ 
ing  no  copy  of  the  paper  at  hand  when 
he  first  wrote,  he  thought  two  Prince¬ 
ton  men  were  announced  as  “editors” 
of  The  Presbyterian,  but  later  found 
that  only  one  of  the  men  was  so  listed. 
He  requested  that  his  open  letter  be 
changed,  but  his  request  came  too  late. 
The  issue  had  been  printed  before  his 
second  communication  was  received. 

It  is  a  real  pleasure  to  print  Dr. 
Machen’s  reply  because  it  is  such  a  clear 
cut  presentation  of  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  two  points  of  view.  Dr.  Machen 
shows  clearly  and  emphatically  that 
the  whole  current  controversy  has 
absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  vital 
faith  in  Christ,  but  centers  wholly  in 
theological  differences.  He  asserts, 
what  he  has  taught  in  his  books,  that 
the  “doctrine”  to  which  he  holds  “is 
identical  with  the  gospel,”  even  though 
all  know  that  these  doctrines  did  not 
emerge  until  long  after  the  gospel  of 
God’s  love  had  been  declared  in  Christ, 
and  they  were  not  formulated  in  any 
“Confession  of  Faith”  until  many  years 
after. 

With  all  respect  for  Dr.  Machen’s 
sincerity,  we  consider  him  to  be  abso¬ 
lutely  mistaken.  In  fact,  according  to 
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Dr.  Machen,  it  cannot  be  Christ  who 
saves  men,  but  some  “doctrine.”  That 
view  we  cannot  accept.  We  depend  on 
Christ,  on  Christ  alone,  on  “Christ  in 
us  the  hope  of  glory.”  So  does  Dr. 
Erdman,  Dr.  Stone  and  most  all  of  the 
ministers  of  the  church.  The  difference 
is,  as  Dr.  Machen  says,  “of  the  most 
thorough-going  kind,”  and  we  thank  him 
for  helping  to  make  it  clear  and  sharp; 
for  we  are  satisfied  that  when  the  “man 
in  the  street”  sees  what  all  the  “fuss” 
is  really  about  he  will  conclude  that  it 
is  all  in  the  realm  of  theological  debate, 
that  it  has  no  vital  interest  for  him,  and 
that,  instead  of  depending  upon  the 
“doctrine”  of  any  man  or  any  church, 
he  is  going  to  depend  on  Jesus  Christ. 
The  two  communications  follow. — Ed. 

Dr.  Erslman's  ©pen  Letter  to  The  Pres¬ 
byterian. 

My  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
article  in  your  last  issue  which  raises 
the  questions  whether  my  pastorate  in 
the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  Prince¬ 
ton  is  not  strengthening  the  forces  of 
rationalism,  and  is  not  also  endangering 
sacred  interests  of  the  Theological  Semi¬ 
nary,  in  which  I  am  a  professor. 

Allow  me  to  reply,  that  I  repudiate 
your  insinuations  as  unfounded,  unwar¬ 
ranted,  unkind  and  un-Christian. 

Whatever  your  secret  motive,  your 
article  is  calculated  to  injure  my  stand¬ 
ing  as  a  minister,  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  the  church,  and  to  tarnish  the  name 
of  the  seminary  I  serve. 

Furthermore,  your  article  contains  a 
libelous — if  not  a  blasphemous — attack 
upon  Doctor  Henry  van  Dyke.  The  case 
of  the  latter  I  will  leave  for  the  present 
at  the  bar  of  public  opinion. 

As  for  myself,  I  wish  to  say,  that  for 
thirty  years  I  have  been  ceaselessly  writ¬ 
ing  and  speaking  in  defense  and  procla¬ 
mation  of  the  Christian  faith,  and  no 
one  can  quote  a  line  of  mine  which  sav¬ 
ors  of  “rationalism,”  or  which  is  dis¬ 
loyal  to  the  Bible  as  interpreted  by  the 
standards  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 
How,  then,  can  my  pastorate  strengthen 
the  forces  of  “rationalism”? 

You  intimate  that  it  is  because,  of  the 
relations  sustained  by  the  Princeton 
Church  to  Princeton  University.  It  is 
a  pleasure  to  affirm  that  these  relations 
are  cordial,  as  they  have  been  since  the 
days  of  John  Witherspoon..  The  church 
building  stands  on  the  university  cam¬ 
pus;  the  students  of  the  university  are 
welcomed  to  its  services;  the  authorities 
of  the  university  are  always  willing  to 
further  the  work  of  the  church,  but  no 
attempt  is  made  by  the  university  to  de¬ 
termine  the  doctrinal  position  of  the 
church. 

Eminent  professors  of  the  university 
are  members  not  only  of  the  congrega¬ 
tion,  but  also  of  the  official  boards  of 
the  church;  but  these  are  to  my  knowl¬ 
edge,  men  of  evangelical  convictions  and 
unquestioned  piety. 


- high  blood  pressure — 

Thousands  of  people  die  because  of  it  each  year.  If  afflicted  with  it,  write 
to  The  Biggs  Sanitarium,  Asheville,  N.C.,  for  special  pamphlet  which  ex¬ 
plains  the  cause  and  outlines  the  rational  sanitarium  treatment. 


To  intimate  that  this  church,  either 
in  its  past  history,  or  in  its  recent  choice 
of  a  pastor  has  strengthened  the  forces 
of  rationalism,  is  a  reckless  slander. 

To  suggest  that  sacred  interests  of 
the  seminary  are  endangered  by  my 
serving,  both  as  a  pastor  and  as  a  pro¬ 
fessor  appears  to  be  an  assumption  as 
bold  as  it  is  false.  It  is  made  in  appar¬ 
ent  ignorance  of  the  close  relations  al¬ 
ways  existing  between  the  seminary  and 
the  church. 

The  pastor  emeritus  of  the  church  has 
long  been  a  director  of  the  seminary; 
one  of  its  most  honored  elders;  is  an  ef¬ 
ficient  trustee  of  the  seminary;  its 
pulpit  is  always  open  to  the  professors 
of  the  seminary,  and  seminary  students 
are  continually  attending  its  services. 

In  recent  years,  one  of  my  predeces¬ 
sors  in  the  pastorate,  the  late  Dr. 
Purves,  continued  during  all  his  pas¬ 
torate,  an  active  professor  in  the  semi¬ 
nary.  My  pastorate  was  undertaken 
with  the  full  knowledge  and  hearty  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  seminary  directors;  they 
expressed  no  fear  that  the  forces  of  ra¬ 
tionalism  would  be  strengthened  nor  the 
sacred  interests  of  the  seminary  jeop¬ 
ardized. 

You  intimate  that  a  division  exists  in 
the  seminary  faculty.  No  such  division 
exists  on  points  of  doctrine.  Every 
member  of  the  faculty  is  absolutely  loyal 
to  the  standards  of  our  church.  The 
only  division  I  have  observed  is.  as  .  to 
spirit,  methods  or  policies.  This  division 
would  be  of  no  consequence  were  it  not 
for  the  unkindness,  suspicion,  bitterness 
and  intolerance  of  those  members  of  the 
faculty,  who  are  also  editors  of  The 
Presbyterian. 

The  serious  aspect  of  your  article  is, 
that  it  reflects  their  moral  temper  and 
their  modes  of  thought,  and  embodies 
the  spirit  by  which  The  Presbyterian  at 
present  is  controlled.  Your  spirit  is  that 
of  unfairness,  of  fanaticism,  of  suspicion 
and  faction.  Your  evident  purpose  is 
to  disrupt  the  Presbyterian  Church.  You 
are  succeeding  only  in  dividing  its  evan¬ 
gelical  forces.  The  great  majority  of 
Presbyterians  are  sane  and  sound  and 
conservative.  They  are  certain  to 
repudiate  your  statements,  disavow  your 
aims  and  deplore  your  spirit. 

As  far  as  I  venture  to  interpret  the 
mind  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  it  be¬ 
lieves  in  contending  for  the  faith;  but 
only  by  constitutional  methods  and  in 
a  spirit  of  charity.  It  believes,  however, 
that  controversy  is  not  our  sole  duty; 
but  that  we  must  strive  to  maintain 
“The  unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the  bonds 
of  peace”  and  at  the  same  time,  must 
press  forward  with  the  proclamation  of 
the  gospel  to  the  whole  world. 

While  actual  rationalism  is .  undis¬ 
guised  and  rampant,  this  is  no  time  for 
evangelical  Christians  to  divide.  May 
God  be  merciful  to  anyone  who  now 
fails  to  strive,  not  only  for  the  purity, 
but  also  for  the  peace  and  prosperity 
of  our  beloved  church. 

Charles  R.  Erdman. 

Dr.  Machen’s  Letter  in  Reply 
To  the  Editor  of  “The  Presbyterian 

Advance.” 

Sir: 

In  your  issue  of  January  22,  you  pub¬ 
lished  a  letter  written  to  The  Presby¬ 
terian  by  Dr.  Charles  R.  Erdman,  of 
the  faculty  of  Princeton  Theological 
Seminary.  That  letter  is  being  printed 
in  the  forthcoming  issue  of  The  Presby¬ 
terian,  together  with  a  reply  from  me. 
My  present  letter  is  with  very  slight 


February  12,  1925 


The  Presbyterian  Advance 


Page  19 


modifications  a  reproduction  of  that  re¬ 
ply. 

Dr.  Erdman’s  letter  contains  a  vigor¬ 
ous  personal  attack  upon  “those  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  faculty,  who  are  also  editors 
of  The  Presbyterian.”  The  use  of  the 
plural  number  in  this  connection  is  in¬ 
correct.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  am  the 
only  member  of  the  faculty  of  Princeton 
Seminary  who  is  also  an  editor  of  The 
Presbyterian.  My  relations  to  the  paper 
are  of  the  kind  which  I  think  ordinarily 
belong  to  associate  editors.  Although 
I  stand  ready  at  all  times  to  render  any 
assistance  which  may  be  within  my 
power,  I  am  not  at  all  concerned  with 
the  details  of  editing.  1  do  not  remem¬ 
ber  having  contributed  a  line  to  the 
paper  which  has  not  appeared  under 
my  own  name,  and  I  was  quite  unac¬ 
quainted  beforehand  with  the  reference 
to  my  former  relation  and  Dr.  Erdman’s 
relation  to  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Princeton,  to  which  he  takes 
special  exception.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  am  in  the  fullest  sympathy  with  the 
general  policy  of  the  paper,  and  I  am 
fully  prepared  to  defend  the  editor 
against  the  attacks  to  which,  on  account 
of  his  habit  of  speaking  the  truth,  he 
has  often  been  subjected.  With  regard 
to  Dr.  Erdman’s  letter,  I  desire  to  say 
two  things. 

In  the  first  place,  I  deprecate  the 
personal  tone  in  which  the  letter  is 
couched.  If  I  have  ever  said  anything, 
in  controversy  either  with  Dr.  Erdman 
or  with  others,  to  justify  such  a  charac¬ 
terization  of  me,  it  has  not  yet  been 
brought  to  my  attention.  I  differ  from 
Dr.  Erdman  profoundly,  but  I  have 
tried  never  to  allow  our  differences  to 
prevent  me  from  holding  him  in  high 
personal  esteem,  and  certainly  I  have 
never  employed  the  weapons  of  per¬ 
sonal  invective  to  which  Dr.  Erdman 
has  here  had  recourse.  But  in  what 
do  our  differences  consist?  That  ques¬ 
tion  brings  me  to  the  second  thing  that 
I  desire  to  say  in  answer  to  the  Tetter. 

Dr.  Erdman  says  that  no  division  ex¬ 
ists  in  the  faculty  of  Princeton  Semi¬ 
nary  on  “points  of  doctrine.”  That  as¬ 
sertion  I  hold  to  be  not  altogether  cor¬ 
rect.  There  is  between  Dr.  Erdman  and 
myself  a  very  serious  doctrinal  differ¬ 
ence  indeed.  If  concerns  the  question, 
not  of  this  doctrine  or  that,  but  of  the 
importance  which  is  to  be  attributed  to 
doctrine  as  such. 

Dr.  Erdman’s  answer  to  this  basal 
question  has  been,  so  far  as  it  can  be 
determined  by  his  public  actions,  the 
answer  of  doctrinal  indifferentism.  In 
1920,  he  supported  the  Plan  of  Organic 
Union,  which  attempted  to  unite  our 
church  with  other  churches  on  the  basis 
of  the  vague  language  of  modern  na¬ 
turalism,  and  to  relegate  to  the  realm 


of  the  unessential  our  historic  Confes¬ 
sion  of  Faith.  In  1924,  he  assumed  a 
similar  attitude,  when  he  consented  to 
be  the  candidate  of  the  indifferentist 
party  (and  also  of  the  more  outspoken 
Modernists)  for  Moderator  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly. 

The  platform  of  that  party  was  plain¬ 
ly  indicated  by  Dr.  John  Timothy  Stone 
in  his  nominating  speech.  “We  need 
a  moderator,”  Dr.  Stone  said  (see  “The 
Presbyterian  Advance”  for  May  29, 
1924),  “who  stands  for  presenting  a 
united  front  rather  than  the  encourage¬ 
ment  of  controversy.”  That  was  said 
in  a  great  crisis,  when  agnostic  Modern¬ 
ism,  as  represented  by  Dr.  Fosdick  and 
his  Presbyterian  supporters,  was  con¬ 
tending  against  Christianity  for  the  con¬ 
trol  of  our  church.  It  was  upon  such 
a  platform  that  Dr.  Erdman  consented 
to  stand.  The  issue  between  the  two 
candidates  for  Moderator  was  a  great 
issue  of  principle — it  was  the  issue  be¬ 
tween  the  doctrinal  indifferentism  which 
holds  that  “Modernists”  and  “Conserva¬ 
tives”  both  have  a  place  in  the  ministry 
of  our  church,  and  the  constitution  of 
the  church  which  grounds  Christian  life 
upon  the  system  of  doctrine  contained 
in  the  Confession  of  Faith  and  derived 
from  the  Word  of  God. 

Such  has  been  the  issue  for  the  past 
four  years  and  such  was  the  issue  at 
the  General  Assembly  of  1924.  Y/ith 
regard  to  that  issue  Dr.  Erdman  differs 
radically  from  me ;  and  it  is  a  great  mis¬ 
take  to  call  the  difference  merely  one 
of  method  or  of  spirit.  On  the  contrary 
it  is  a  difference  of  principle  of  the 
most  thoroughgoing  kind.  Br.  Erdman 
does  not  indeed  reject  the  doctrinal  sys¬ 
tem  of  our  church,  but  he  is  perfectly 
willing  to  make  common  cause  with 
these  who  do  reject  it,  and  he  is  perfect¬ 
ly  willing  on  many  occasions  to  keep  it 
in  the  background.  I,  on  the  other 
hand,  can  never  consent  to  keep  it  in 
the  background.  Christian  doctrine,  I 
hold,  is  not  merely  connected  with  the 
gospel,  but  it  is  identical  with  the  gos¬ 
pel,  and  if  I  did  not  preach  it  at  all 
times,  and  especially  in  those  places 
where  it  subjects  me  to  personal  abuse, 
I  should  regard  myself  as  guilty  of  sheer 
unfaithfulness  to  Christ.  It  is,  I  hold, 
only  as  he  is  offered  to  us  in  the  gospel 
— that  is  in  the  “doctrine”  which  the 
world  despises — that  Christ  saves  sin¬ 
ful  men;  and  never  will  I  create  the  im¬ 
pression  that  there  can  be  Christian 
prayer  or  Christian  service  except  on 
the  basis  of  those  redeeming  facts, 
which  are  now  called  in  question  by 
a  large  party  in  our  church. 

I  can  pray  with  all  my  heart  f«sr  those 
who  come  to  God  otherwise  than  through 
the  blood  of  Christ,  but  never  can  I 
pray  with  .them.  The  gospel,  I  am  well 


aware,  is  unpopular  in  many  places  in 
the  church ;  and  many  are  the  voices 
which  would  have  us  keep  silent  about  it 
and  engage  in  a  nbn-doctrinal  and  non- 
controversial  type  of  preaching  which 
shall  be  more  palatable  to  the  world. 
But  I  for  my  part  cannot  hearken.  The 
gospel  has  been  given  to  me  by  God  in 
his  Word;  and  never,  in  order  to  win  the 
favor  of  men,  will  I  in  my  preaching 
abate  one  whit  of  the  searching  insist¬ 
ence  and  solemnity  of  its  appeal.  On 
the  contrary,  despite  the  abuse  to  which 
it  subjects  me,  and  despite  any  sacrifice 
of  “influence”  which  it  may  involve,  I 
hope  by  God’s  help  to  continue  to  preach 
in  all  its  fullness,  and  with  all  its  im¬ 
plications  polemical  and  otherwise,  the 
gospel  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus 
Christ  as  it  is  set  forth  in  the  Word  of 
God  and  contained  in  our  Confession  of 
Faith.  If  that  be  “fanaticism,”  I  am 
ready  to  make  the  most  of  it. 

It  is  because  Dr.  Erdman  does  not 
understand  how  deep  is  this  difference 
of  principle  between  us  that  he  attrib¬ 
utes  to  personal  bitterness  the  opposi¬ 
tion  to  his  policy  which  I  have  felt  ob¬ 
liged  to  maintain.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
all  the  other  differences — differences  of 
method,  of  ecclesiastical  policy,  and  the 
like — proceed  with  absolute  necessity 
from  the  one  deep-seated  difference  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

J.  Gresham  Machen. 

Princeton,  N.  J.,  Feb.  4,  1925. 
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The  taxpayer  must  include  in  his 
income-tax  return  for  the  year  1924 
all  items  of  gross  income  specified  by 
law.  In  the  case  of  a  storekeeper, 
gross  income  usually  consists  of  gross 
profits  on  sales,  together  with  income 
from  other  sources.  The  return  must 
show  the  gross  sales,  purchases,  and 
cost  of  goods  sold.  The  professional 
man,  lawyer,  doctor,  dentist,  must  in¬ 
clude  all  fees  and  other  compensation 
received  from  professional  services. 
The  farmer  must  report  as  gross  in¬ 
come  the  proceeds  of  sales  or  exchange 
of  products  raised  on  the  farm  or 
whether  purchased  by  him  and  resold. 
He  must  report  also  gross  income  from 
all  other  sources,  such  as  rentals  or 
profits  from  the  sale  of  farm  lands. 

Net  income,  upon  which  the  tax  is 
assessed,  is  gross  income  less  certain 
deductions  for  business  expenses, 
losses,  bad  debts,  contributions,  etc.  To 
take  full  advantage  of  the  deductions 
to  which  entitled,  taxpayers  should  read 
carefully  the  instructions  on  the  form 
under  the  heads  of  “Income  from  busi¬ 
ness  or  profession.” 
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General  News  of  the  World 


fl  According  to  late  statistics  every 
sixth  person  in  the  United  States  owns 
an  automobile. 

fl George  W.  Cable,  well  known  South¬ 
ern  author,  died  at  St.  Petersburg,  Fla., 
January  30. 

^Through  all-rail  bills  of  lading  are 
shortly  to  be  established  overland  be¬ 
tween  American  and  Mexican  railway 
points. 

flThe  Appellate  Court,  in  Chicago, 
in  effect  prohibited  the  establishment  of 
a  birth  control  clinic  in  Chicago,  in  a 
decision  rendered  February  3. 

flA  favorable  report  on  the  German 
commercial  treaty  with  reservations, 
was  ordered,  February  3,  by  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

flAfter  nearly  a  month’s  delay,  the 
senate,  on  February  5,  confirmed  the 
nomination  of  Attorney-General  Stone 
to  be  a  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

^American  mills  made  478,556,288 
square  yards  of  cotton  cloths  valued  at 
$78,204,877,  for  export  during  the 
twelve-months  period  ending  in  Decem¬ 
ber,  1924. 

flF.  Edward  Mitchell,  an  attorney  of 
Washington,  D.  C.,  was  nominated  by 
President  Coolidge,  February  3,  to  be 
United  States  district  attorney  for  the 
Canal  zone. 

flA  resolution  to  put  the  house  on  rec¬ 
ord  as  favoring  American  adherence 
to  the  World  Court  was  approved,  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  by  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee. 

flThe  Treasury,  on  February  2,  began 
the  retirement  of  approximately  $118,- 
000,000  in  4  per  cent  bonds  of  1925, 
used  by  the  national  banks  to  secure 
their  own  note  cancellation. 

flThe  American  hog  dominates  the 
world.  He  totals  68  million  in  number 
out  of  a  world  total  of  222  millions  and 
thus  forms  30  per  cent  of  the  world’s 
total. 

flThe  Senate  on  February  3  seated 
Senator  Mayfield,  Democrat,  of  Texas, 
dismissing  the  contest  brought  by 
George  E.  B.  Peddy,  defeated  candidate 
in  the  1922  election. 

flit  is  reported  that  four  divisions 
comprising  40,000  men  of  the  Japanese 
army  will  be  dismissed  by  May  1,  in 
accordance  with  the  general  retrench¬ 
ment  plan  of  the  government. 

flThe  estate  of  the  late  Mrs.  Warren 
G.  Harding  was  appraised  at  $834,- 
884.90,  according  to  a  statement  filed 
for  probate  with  Judge  L.  B.  McNeal 
of  Marion,  Ohio,  February  2. 

flPremier  Mussolini  of  Italy,  is  quoted 
as  saying  in  a  recent  interview,  "There 
is  no  need  for  a  dictatorship  in  Italy, 
for  there  are  few  countries  where  con¬ 
ditions  are  so  normal.” 

flGiancomo  de  Martino,  recent  Italian 
envoy  at  Tokio,  has  been  appointed  as 
ambassador  to  Washington,  and  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  come  to  America  by  the  mid¬ 
dle  of  February.. 

flThe  United  States  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals,  February  3,  affirmed  the  con¬ 
viction  of  Dr.  Frederick  A.  Cook,  artie 
explorer,  who  last  year  was  found 
guilty,  at  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  of  using 
the  mails  to  defraud. 

flCoal  mine  accidents  cost  the  lives 
of  2,381  men  in  1924.  Although  rep¬ 
resenting  a  decrease  of  77  from  the 


total  of  1923,  it  shows  a  death  rate  of 
4.27  per  million  tons  produced  com¬ 
pared  with  3.74  for  the  preceding  year. 

flA  recurrence  of  revolutionary  trou¬ 
ble  in  the  southern  part  of  the  republic 
of  Honduras,  in  which  country  peace 
was  recently  established  and  a  new 
president  inaugurated,  is  reported  in 
the  news  of  February  3. 

flForty  tons  of  refuse  loaded  on  a 
barge  ready  for  dumping  into  the  ocean 
were  recently  sifted  in  New  York, 
shovelful  by  shovelful,  in  a  vain  effort 
to  find  a  diamond  ring,  valued  at 
$23,000,  thrown  by  accident  into  an 
ash  can. 

flThe  Chicago  Daily  Journal  was  left 
by  John  C.  Eastman,  whose  death  was 
noted  last  week,  to  a  group  of  employes. 
Eastman  was  sole  owner.  No  estimate 
of  the  value  of  the  property  was  made, 
but  the  probate  judge  fixed  a  $1,000,000 
bond  for  the  executoi's. 

flCharles  R.  Forbes,  former  head  of 
the  veteran’s  bureau  and  John  W. 
Thompson,  wealthy  St.  Louis  contractor, 
were  sentenced,  February  4,  to  two 
years  imprisonment  and  $10,000  fine 
for  conspiracy  to  defi’aud  the  govern¬ 
ment. 

flSnglishmen  in  their  daily  lives  run 
less  than  half  the  risk  from  accidents 
that  Americans  do.  In  England  and 
Wales  the  fatal  accident  i*ate  in  1922 
was  321  per  million  population,  while  in 
the  United  States  the  same  year  the 
proportion  was  698  per  million. 

flBank  i-ecords  are  open  to  inspection 
by  the  Federal  government  in  the  as¬ 
sessment  of  income  taxes,  the  supreme 
court  declared  in  effect,  February  2, 
in  affirming  the  lower  courts  in  a  case 
brought  by  the  First  National  Bank  of 
Mobile,  Ala. 

flAnnouncement  has  been  made  of  a 
guarantee  of  $75,000  a  year  for  the 
next  ten  years  to  producers  of  Chicago’s 
"Passion  Play,”  which  will  be  given 
there  next  month  for  ehai'ity  and  re¬ 
vived  each  year  for  a  month’s  run.  The 
guarantors  were  hundreds  of  Chicago’s 
business  men  of  all  religious  faiths. 

flThe  Soviet  legation  placed  orders 
January  30,  with  the  Astley  Mills  Com¬ 
pany  of  Lancashire,  England,  for  400,- 
000  pounds  of  yarn  and  cotton  waste 
required  by  Russian  weaving  mills.  The 
announcement  revived  the  discussion 
regarding  the  possibility  of  developing 
Russian  trade  on  a  large  scale. 


flExtortion  of  $75,000  from  Minnea¬ 
polis  "bootleggers”  and  “moonshiners” 
for  use  in  the  campaign  of  Representa¬ 
tive  T.  D.  Shall  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  is  charged  in  a  petition  of  the 
contest  filed  with  the  Senate,  February 
2,  by  Magnus  Johnson,  farmer-labor 
candidate  who  was  defeated  for  re-elec- 
tion. 

flThe  conviction  of  Marcus  Garvey, 
self-styled  provisional  president  of  the 
Afx’ican  republic,  fox*  use  of  the  mails 
to  defraud,  was  affirmed,  February  2, 
by  the  United  States  circuit  court  of 
appeals.  A  warrant  was  issued  for  his 
arrest  upon  his  failure  to  appear  for 
sentence,  and  $15,000,000  bail  fur¬ 
nished  by  his  wife,  was  confiscated. 

flFifteen  thousand  persons,  most  of 
them  wearing  a  red  ribbon  a  red  flower 
or  a  red  handkerchief,  filled  Madison 
Square  Garden,  New  York,  February  1, 


to  commemorate  the  death  of  Nicolai 
Lenine,  while  many  more  were  turned 
away  from  the  door  by  the  200  police¬ 
men  who  guarded  the  meeting.  The 
meeting  was  addressed  by  C.  E.  Ruthen- 
berg,  who  has  just  been  released  from 
a  Michigan  jail  Avhere  he  was  sent  as  a 
criminal  synodicalist. 

fl Julius  Fleischman,  mlilionaire  yeast 
king,  dismounted  from  his  pony  and  fell 
face  forward,  dying  at  the  Nautilus 
polo  field  at  Miami  Beach,  the  afternoon 
of  February  5.  He  had  been  playing  in 
a  game  between  the  Pastimers,  of  which 
team  he  was  a  member,  and  the  Rovers. 
He  was  said  to  have  been  10,000,000 
bushels  long  on  May  wheat  and  5,000,- 
000  bushels  long  on  July.  It  is  thought 
that  the  throwing  of  this  on  the  market 
by  his  executors  caused  the  break  in 
wheat,  February  6. 

flit  is  reported  from  Germany  that 
Christian  Rakovsky,  bolshevik  ambas¬ 
sador  to  London,  divulged  the  fact  that 
Russia  was  on  the  verge  of  recognizing 
its  debts  and  fulfilling  all  the  require¬ 
ments  made  by  Secretai'y  Hughes  for 
recognition,  in  a  speech  made  before 
the  school  teachers’  congress  in  Moscow. 
The  report  says,  further,  that  the  offi¬ 
cial  organ,  Pravda,  which  printed  the 
speech,  thereon  was  suppressed  and  no 
copies  sent  out,  and  that  the  presses 
were  stilled  for  several  days. 

flThe  American  delegation  announced 
its  withdrawal  from  the  International 
Opium  Confei*ence  at  Geneva,  February 
6.  The  delegation  announced  that  its 
withdrawal  from  the  present  confei’ence 
did  not  mean  that  the  United  States 
would  cease  its  efforts  through  intei*- 
national  cooperation  for  the  suppression 
of  the  illicit  traffic  in  opium  and  other 
dangerous  drugs,  but  because  it  was 
believed  that,  for  the  present,  greater 
strides  in  the  control  of  the  traffic 
might  be  hoped  for  if  it  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  work  towards  this  end  upon 
the  basis  of  The  Hague  convention  of 
1922. 


ENGINEERS  URGE  COAL  STORAGE 


Another  request  for  consumers  to 
stox*e  coal  in  the  low  periods  of  the 
market  is  made  by  the  coal  storage  in¬ 
vestigating  committee  of  the  American 
Engineering  Council.  In  its  final  re¬ 
port  just  issued,  the  committee  reiter¬ 
ates  its  previous  declarations  and  urges 
all  consumers  to  purchase  their  coal  on 
an  annual  contract  for  yearly  require¬ 
ments  with  a  provision  that  the  coal 
be  delivered  monthly  in  equal  allot¬ 
ments.  The  committee  further  recom¬ 
mends  and  ui'ges  that  consumers  pro¬ 
vide  necessary  storage  facilities  to  meet 
the  terms  of  the  suggested  contracts. 

These  recommendations  are  based 
upon  the  finding  that  the  purchase  of 
coal  upon  a  uniform  monthly  delivery 
basis  will  result  in  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  coal  mines  may  inaugurate  and 
maintain  a  regular  production  schedule; 
carriers  may  plan  definitely  as  regards 
both  schedules  and  equipment  for  a  uni¬ 
form  movement  of  coal;  stocks  of  coal 
automatically  accumulate  dui'ing  the 
months  from  April  to  September,  in¬ 
clusive,  in  sufficient  amount  to  meet 
the  extra  consumption  during  the  winter 
months;  and  a  reduction  in  the  price  of 
coal  will  be  made  possible  by  more 
regular  schedules  of  production  and 
tx*ansportation  and  by  elimination  of 
peak  demands  in  the  winter  months 
when  the  costs  of  production  and  trans¬ 
portation  are  the  highest. 
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RUMANIA  BANISHES  AMERICAN 
MISSIONARY 


The  Rumanian  authorities,  January 
31,  ordered  Rev.  Daniel  Hurley,  an 
American  citizen,  to  leave  the  country 
within  fifteen  days.  No  charges  were 
preferred  against  him.  The  order  was 
based  on  a  recent  law  granting  the  au¬ 
thorities  power  to  order  foreigners  con¬ 
sidered  undesirable  to  quit  the  country. 
The  law  ostensibly  was  designed  to 
counteract  the  spread  of  communist 
propaganda.  Mr.  Hurley  was  sent  to 
Bucharest  from  the  United  States  about 
a  year  ago  by  the  Southern  Baptist 
Mission  Board  as  a  teacher  in  the  semi¬ 
nary  organized  there  by  the  American 
Board.  It  is  thought  possible  the  ortho¬ 
dox  church  may  have  objected  to  his 
teachings  as  likely  to  create  religious 
differences  and  threaten  the  dominance 
of  the  orthodox  faith.  Mr.  Hurley  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  American  Consul,  who 
requested  the  authorities  to  revoke  the 
order  against  him.  Failing  to  get  a 
satisfactory  reply  the  Consul,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  requested  the  Foreign  Office 
to  explain  the  expulsion  order.  Unless 
the  order  is  cancelled  it  is  feared  that 
the  position  of  all  the  American  reli¬ 
gious  workers  in  Rumania  may  be  jeop¬ 
ardized. 


NOTES  FROM  SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS 
By  Rev.  D.  H.  Barnwell 


The  Roxana  church  in  the  Presbytery 
of  Alton  recently  enjoyed  a  refreshing 
revival  with  twenty-nine  conversions, 
twenty-seven  uniting  with  the  church. 
Rev.  A.  J.  Niebrugge,  successful  pastor 
of  the  Alton  Church  (12th  Street)  held 
the  meeting.  The  Roxana  church  gains 
nearly  one  hundred  per  cent  in  mem¬ 
bership. 

Rev.  J.  H.  Morphis  of  Creal  Springs 
is  engaged  in  a  union  revival  effort  in 
Buncombe  with  Methodists  and  Presby¬ 
terians  cooperating.  He  reports  four 
additions  to  the-  church  in  Goreville  re¬ 
cently. 

Pastor  L.  H.  Knight  and  a  band  of 
workers  of  the  Marion  church  launched 
forth  on  Sunday,  February  1,  in  what 
promises  to  be  a  really  great  revival 
campaign,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
noted  evangelist.  Rev.  Charles  F.  Raach 
with  his  assistants,  Prof.  Shriner,  singer 
and  choir  leader,  and  Theodore  Piper, 
pianist.  The  evangelist  has  been  as¬ 
sociated  with  Dr.  W.  E.  Biederwolf, 
Billy  Sunday,  Bob  Jones,  John  Hamilton 
and  other  prominent  soul-winners  dur¬ 
ing  recent  years. 

The  following  note  is  by  Rev.  R.  W. 
Lloyd  of  Mufphysboro  and  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Program  and  Feld 
Activities  for  the  Presbytery  of  Cairo 
and  deals  with  an  important  matter  of 
interest  to  the  churches  in  said  pres¬ 
bytery: 

“Sacrificial  Loyalty  Week  throughout 
the  Presbyterian  Denomination  this 
year  is  Feb.  15  to  22.  When  I  first 
noticed  the  appeal  I  was  inclined  to  say, 
‘Here  is  another  “special”  day  and  of¬ 
fering  we  are  asked  to  give’  and  then 
to  lay  the  matter  aside.  But  the  mat¬ 
ter  looks  different  to  me  now:  it  ap¬ 
pears  as  a  real  opportunity  for  our  peo¬ 
ple  to  make  a  special  offering  out  of 
their  gratitude,  loyalty  and  sacrifice,  to 
the  church  and  benevolences.  This 
means  a  real  spiritual  blessing.  I  won¬ 
der  if  your  first  impression  was  like 
mine.  I  hope  your  last  one  may  be  like 
mine  is.  We  are  going  to  observe  Sac¬ 


rificial  Loyalty  Week  in  our  church. 
The  time  is  short.  You  may  order  sup¬ 
plies  for  quick  delivery  from  Dr.  W.  M. 
Cleaveland,  Citizens  Bank  Bldg.,  De¬ 
catur,  Ill.” 

A  special  meeting  of  the  Presbytery 
of  Ewing  is  called  for  February  17  for 
the  purpose  of  assigning  the  annual  ap¬ 
portionment  to  the  various  congrega¬ 
tions  composing  the  presbytery  for  the 
coming  year,  and  other  items  of  busi¬ 
ness.  Rev.  W.  M.  Maxton  of  Duquoin 
is  stated  clerk. 


IN  KENTUCKY 


By  Rev.  James  F.  Price 


The  support  of  James  T.  Smith,  Sab¬ 
bath  school  missionary  for  the  presby¬ 
teries  of  Princeton  and  Logan,  has  been 
given  over  to  Belle  Vernon  Church  in 


Pennsylvania.  Consequently  Mr.  Smith 
has  just  made  a  trip,  visiting  the  Belle 
Vernon  Church.  He  also  visited  Pitts¬ 
burgh  and  several  other  towns  up  the 
Monongahela  River.  He  was  gone  about 
twelve  days.  He  made  from  two  to  six 
addresses  a  day. 

Rev.  J.  F.  Claycombe  has  entered  on 
his  fourth  year’s  work  for  the  Provi¬ 
dence  group.  He  has  done  a  great  work 
here  and  will  continue  with  these  peo¬ 
ple.  He  had  a  large  attendance  at  Dixon 
the  fourth  Sabbath  in  January.  They 
are  planning  to  ordain  six  or  eight 
young  men  to  the  office  of  elder  in  the 
Providence  Church  soon.  Princeton 
Presbytery  will  meet  with  this  church 
April  7. 

There  will  be  no  mid-winter  meeting 
of  the  Princeton  Presbytery  this  winter. 
The  Presbytery  of  Logan  had  their  mid¬ 
winter  meeting  at  Russellville,  Feb.  11. 


IAXATIVES  and  cathartics  provide 
J  temporary  relief  only.  Their  con¬ 
tinued  use  leads  to  permanent  injury.  In 
time,  says  an  eminent  physician,  an  almost 
incalculable  amount  of  harm  is  done  by 
the  use  of  pills,  salts,  mineral  waters, 
castor  oil  and  the  like. 

Physicians  advise  lubrication  for 
Internal  Cleanliness 
Medical  science  has  found  at  last  in  lubri¬ 
cation  a  means  of  overcoming  constipa¬ 
tion.  The  gentle  lubricant,  Nujol,  pene¬ 
trates  and  softens  the  hard  food  waste 
and  thus  hastens  its  passage  through  and 
out  of  the  body.  Thus,  Nujol  brings  in¬ 
ternal  cleanliness. 

Nujol  is  used  in  leading  hospitals  and  is 
prescribed  by  physicians  throughout  the 
world.  Nujol  is  not  a  medicine  or  laxa¬ 
tive  and  cannot  gripe.  Like  pure  water, 
it  is  harmless. 

Take  Nujol  regularly  and  adopt  the 
habit  of  internal  cleanliness.  For  sale  by 
all  druggists. 

Nujol 

REG.  U.£.  PAT.  OFF. 

For  Internal  Cleanliness 
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Let  the  Church  Face  Facts, 
Not  False  Issues 

An  Editorial  Review  of  Communications  to  “The  Presbyterian  Advance.” 


To  “The  Presbyterian  Advance”  there 
come  hundreds  of  letters,  both  personal 
and  for  publication,  with  respect  to  the 
questions  which  still  agitate  the  church 
and  which  (much  to  our  regret)  are  to 
be  forced  again  upon  the  attention  of 
the  General  Assembly.  Most  of  these 
letters  sustain  the  position  of  this  pa¬ 
per  as  frequently  stated  and  as  set 
forth  again  in  what  follows.  Naturally, 
for  his  own  satisfaction,  the  editor- 
would  like  to  print  all  such  communi¬ 
cations;  but  space  forbids.  Some  of  the 
communications  take  sharp  issue  with 
the  position  of  this  paper.  To  give 
those  who  care  to  read — and  evidently 
there  are  many  such  persons — an  op¬ 
portunity  to  see  these  divergent  views 
sharply  contrasted,  the  editor  here 
prints  and  reviews  two  typical  commu¬ 
nications.  Those  who  are  not  interested 
may  skip  these  pages  and  remain  un¬ 
disturbed. 

The  first  communication  is  one  which 
was  sent  for  publication  and  was  writ¬ 
ten  by  one  of  the  signers  of  a  circular 
letter  sent,  it  is  reported  in  The  Pres¬ 
byterian,  to  1,500  Presbyterian  min¬ 
isters.  Its  author  has  a  somewhat 
similar  open  letter  in  The  Presbyterian 
of  January  29  in  which  he  asserts  that 
the  circular  letter  was  designed  merely 
to  give  information  and  that  it  came 
from  those  “best  informed,  best  quali¬ 
fied  to  speak.”  He  thinks  it  strange, 
therefore,  that  anyone  should  think 
“that  the  information  given  was  in¬ 
correct”  and  argues  that  it  is  proper  to 
circulate  and  to  receive  truth,  no  matter 
how  unpleasant.  This  argument  is 
sound.  The  truth  should  be  told  and 
received,  but  when  the  testimony  of 
men  disagrees  as  to  facts  it  is  not  suf¬ 
ficient  that  we  accept  as  true  what  any 
one  asserts  to  be  truth  about  the  ques¬ 
tion  at  issue.  We  should  carefully 
weigh  the  testimony  in  the  effort  to 
learn  the  truth. 


Furthermore,  no  one  would  have  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  circular  letter  if  it  had  at¬ 
tempted  nothing  more  than  to  state 
what  certain  brethren  believe  to  be 
the  truth — no  matter  how  mistaken  they 
may  be.  It  is  not  only  their  privilege 
to  give  information ;  it  is  also  their  priv¬ 
ilege  to  express  their  own  opinions  in 
whatever  form  they  please — by  the 
spoken  word,  through  the  press  or  by 
a  circular  or  personal  letters. 

The  chief  objection  to  that  particular 
circular  was  that  it  called  upon  men  to 


plan  to  elect  as  commissioners  to  the 
General  Assembly  only  those  who  agreed 
with  the  signers  of  the  circular  letter. 
Even  men  in  hearty  sympathy  with  the 
theological  views  of  those  who  sent  the 
circular,  resented  the  appeal  to  purely 
political  methods  in  the  church  and  the 
effort  to  create  division  in  the  presby¬ 
teries.  For  instance,  no  man  can  be 
named  as  more  “sound  in  the  faith” 
than  Dr.  J.  F.  Shepherd  of  Florida,  yet 
he  felt  compelled  to  write  a  vigorous 
letter  of  protest  because  the  circular 
proposed  introducing  “the  methods  of 
the  political  arena  into  our  church 
courts”  and  the  upsetting  of  regular 
procedure  by  choosing  commissioners 
“who  are  no  more  orthodox,  but  more 
outspoken.”  The  communication  to 


“The  Advance”  from  one  of  the  signers 
of  the  circular  is  as  follows: 

THE  FIRST  LETTER 
“To  the  Editor. 

“To  someone  in  your  office  who 
mailed  me  a  copy  of  ‘The  Advance’  I 
wish  to  express  my  thanks.  The  copy 
contained  an  article  in  which  I  am  spe¬ 
cially  interested  because  it  referred  to 
‘Eight  Men  in  the  East,’  of  whom  I 
am  one.  I  am  anxious  to  greet  the 
brother  who  wrote  it,  for  I  feel  just 
as  he  does.  My  only  regret  is  that  he 
did  not  write  to  me  direct  and  that  I 
can  reach  him  only  in  this  indirect  way. 
However,  he  expresses  my  feelings  ex¬ 
actly  about  disturbances  in  the  life  and 
work  of  the  church.  Like  him,  I  am  a 
pastor  harassed  with  all  the  distracting 
duties  and  responsibilities  and  petti¬ 
nesses  of  a  parish.  From  those  who  are 
occupying  the  higher  positions  in  the 
church — the  at-largeships,  I  need  help, 
aid  and  assistance,  not  disturbance.  But 
when,  after  working  along  patiently  and 
quietly  for  years  in  my  parish.  I  dis¬ 
cover  that  some  of  the  men  at  the  top, 
the  men  in  the  spot  light,  the  men  in 
the  mobile  positions  of  professorships 
and  secretaryships  and  large  pastorates 
have  been  tampering  with,  changing 
and  falsifying  the  gospel  message,  then 
I  am  greatly  disturbed. 

“Everyone  who  reads  any  current 
literature  at  all  surely  is  aware  of  the 
fact  that  there  is  on  foot  a  great  world- 
movement,  which,  for  want  of  a  bet¬ 
ter  name  may  be  designated  as  modern¬ 
ism.  In  the  realm  of  religion,  which 
is  the  realm  that  especially  concerns 
pastors,  the  movement  is  reflected  in 
forms  of  skepticism,  unbelief,  denial  of 
the  authority  and  inspiration  of  the 
Bible,  denial  of  the  personality  of  God, 
of  the  pre-existence  of  Christ,  of  his 
essential  deity,  of  his  sacrifice  to  sat¬ 
isfy  divine  justice  and  reconcile  us  to 
God,  of  his  miracles,  his  resurrection 
and  his  return.  The  guilt  and  heinous¬ 
ness  of  sin  is  also  denied,  and  conse¬ 
quently  the  need  of  redemption  is 
denied. 

“It  is  nothing  new  to  us  ministers  to 
have  the  whole  program  of  Christianity 
denied  by  its  enemies.  Christianity  has 
positively  flourished  under  the  attacks 
which  have  been  made  upon  it  from 
without.  The  cause  of  special  alarm 
just  now  is  that  attacks  are  being  made 
upon  it. from  within,  and  by  those  who 
are  professed  friends.  If  this  is  not 
just  cause  for  alarm,  then  I  don’t  know 
of  anything  that  would  be  a  cause  for 
alarm.  To  me  it  is  a  very  disturbing 
and  disquieting  situation,  and  is  espe¬ 
cially  annoying  because  it  distracts  me 
from  the  steady,  regular,  patient,  day- 
in  and  day-out  work  of  the  parish.  So 
that  I  am  heartily  in  sympathy  with 
the  brother  in  feeling  that  a  disturb¬ 
ance  of  the  kind  described  above  is 
nothing  short  of  what  he  calls  it — 
wicked. 

“There  is  only  one  remaining  item  to 
this  letter.  I  wish  to  ask  the  brother 
a  question.  When  a  pick-pocket 
snatches  a  woman’s  purse  in  a  crowd, 
and  the  woman  cries  out,  Stop  thief! 
Y/ho  is  really  the  cause  of  the  disturb¬ 


ance?  When  a  fox  takes  a  hen  from 
the  roost,  or  a  wolf  snatches  a  lamb 
from  the  fold,  or  a  bear  tumbles  play¬ 
fully  through  a  flock  of  sheep,  who  is 
responsible  for  the  disturbance?  The 
thief  wishes  the  woman  would  shut  up, 
the  fox  would  like  to  choke  the  cry  of 
the  barnyard,  the  wolf  is  furious  at  the 
shepherd,  and  the  bear  makes  off  down 
the  canyon,  peeved  that  the  shepherd 
misunderstood  him,  and  did  not  know 
that  he  was  only  in  sport. 

“Wolves  in  sheep’s  clothing  are  mak¬ 
ing  havoc  of  the  flock.  Wandering  stars, 
some  of  them  of  the  first  magnitude, 
refusing  to  be  confined  to  any  given 
credal  orbit,  are  shooting  across  the 
ecliptic  of  our  ordered  theological  uni¬ 
verse,  and  creating  a  disturbance,  to 
whom  is  reserved  the  blackness  of  dark¬ 
ness  forever. 

“It  did  not  seem  ‘wicked’  for  Jude 
to  refer  to  them,  and  denounce  them, 
and  to  warn  the  church  against  them. 
Peter  and  Paul  and  John  the  Divine 
also  concur  in  similar  denunciation  of 
false  prophets,  false  brethren,  false 
philosophies  and  vain  conceits  and 
science  falsely  so-called.  While  no  less 
a  person  than  the  One  whose  eyes  are 
a  flame  of  fire  and  whose  feet  are  of 
burnished  brass  utters  his  solemn  and 
final  denunciations  of  all  such  in  the 
sublime  chapters  of  the  Apocalypse. 

“As  God  is  my  Judge  I  have  not  par¬ 
ticipated  with  others  in  any  false  alarm. 
The  peril  is  real,  it  is  widespread.  It 
must  be  met  with  the  Sword  of  the 
Spirit  and  the  shield  of  faith.  The 
church  will  survive  it,  and  overcome  it, 
but  many  will  be  led  astray,  and  not 
a  few  will  perish  unless  the  whole 
church  is  faithful.  Very  truly  and 
faithfully  yours. 

“Albert  D.  Gantz, 

“New  York.” 

The  Communication  Reviewed. 

The  letter  quoted  above  is  thorough¬ 
ly  typical  of  several  received  by  the 
editor,  with  respect  both  to  its  spirit 
and  its  content.  Moreover,  it  is  thor¬ 
oughly  representative  of  one  point  of 
view — Mr.  Gantz  being  one  of  the  sign¬ 
ers,  if  not  one  of  the  designers,  of  the 
circular  signed  by  eight  ministers. 
Therefore  it  seems  proper  to  review  its 
contents,  and  reference  will  be  made 
to  it  by  paragraphs: 

In  the  first  paragraph  the  author  as¬ 
serts  that  certain  men  are  “tampering 
with,  changing  and  falsifying  the  gos¬ 
pel  message.”  We  consider  this  a  mis¬ 
statement  of  fact.  At  any  rate,  it  is 
one  of  the  highly  objectionable  vague 
attacks  upon  unnamed  ministers  of  the 
church.  If  there  are  such  men,  they 
should  be  named  and  charges  brought. 
We  do  not  believe  the  statement  made 
and  we  hold  all  of  our  fellow  ministers 
innocent  until  someone  has  been  proven 
guilty. 

Paragraph  2  makes  similar  charges 
without  any  supporting  evidence.  We 
do  not  know  a  Presbyterian  minister, 
nor  any  man  preaching  in  a  Presby¬ 
terian  pulpit  (and  there  are  many  such 
who  belong  to  other  evangelical 
churches)  who  denies,  for  instance,  the 
“essential  deity”  of  Christ.  Certainly 
Dr.  Fosdick,  at  whom  such  covert  at¬ 
tacks  are  commonly  aimed,  does  not 
deny  but  positively  asserts  the  deity  of 
Christ. 

ParagTaph  4  goes  much  farther.  In 
language  similar  to  that  in  several  let¬ 
ters  on  the  editor’s  desk,  it  likens  these 
unnamed  persons  to  “a  pick-pocket,” 
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“a  fox,”  “a  wolf,”  “a  bear.”  These 
epithets  are  applied  to  Presbyterian 
ministers. 

Paragraph  5  reveals  further  progress 
in  bad  spirit,  but  reveals  more  clearly 
the  real  basis  of  the  attacks.  These  un¬ 
named  ministei's  are  described  as  per¬ 
sons  who  are  “refusing  to  be  confined 
to  any  given  credal  orbit.”  That  is, 
they  are  persons  who  cannot  accept  all 
of  the  author’s  theological  opinions. 
Probably  some — even  many — do  not; 
but  this  merely  makes  clear  the  fact 
that  the  whole  discussion  is  purely 
about  theological  opinion.  There  are 
many  Presbyterian  ministers — the  edi¬ 
tor  is  among  the  number — who  accept 
the  Westminister  Confession  of  Faith 
as  it  was  designed  to  be  accepted  (as 
setting  forth  the  substance  of  Scripture 
teaching)  but  who  maintain  their  right 
(as  asserted  in  the  Confession)  to  in¬ 
terpret  Scripture  under  the  guidance  of 
the  divine  Spirit.  They  consider  a 
creed  to  be  a  platform,  not  a  prison 
or  a  straitjacket  within  which  any  one 
is  to  be  “confined.”  Our  author  asserts 
that  those  of  us  who  thus  claim  the 
liberty  of  divine  guidance  (instead  of 
boasting  of  our  confinement  within  a 
man-made  structure)  deserve  “the 
blackness  of  darkness  forever”  because 
we  are  not  in  full  accord  with  someone’s 
“ordered  theological  universe.”  It  re¬ 
minds  the  editor  of  a  sermon  he  once 
heard  preached  in  which  the  ardent 
“Campbellite”  preacher  assured  his 
hearers  that  all  Presbyterians  would  be 
consigned  to  hell  because  they  did  not 
submit  to  immersion — and  he  seemed 
to  get  great  satisfaction  out  of  making 
the  consignment. 

We  are  in  full  accord  with  what  para¬ 
graph  6  has  to  say  about  false  prophets, 
but  we  want  to  know  which  prophets  are 
false  before  we  begin  to  cast  stones. 
When  appeal  is  made  to  Paul,  we  re¬ 
call  that  Paul  experienced  just  the 
kind  of  covert  and  false  accusation 
which  good  and  true  men  are  experi¬ 
encing  today.  His  trouble  arose  “be¬ 
cause  of  false  brethren  _  unawares 
brought  in,  who  came  in  privily  to  spy 
out  our  liberty  which  we  have  in  Christ 
Jesus,  that  they  might  bring  us  into 
bondage.”  Of  those  brethren  Paul  said 
what  needs  to  be  said  very  firmly  right 
now:  “To  whom  v/e  gave  place  by 

subjection,  no,  not  for  an  hour;  that 
the  truth  of  the  gospel  might  continue 
with  you.” 

A  Second  Letter. 


The  second  letter  to  which  reference 
is  made  is  also  typical  of  several  re¬ 
ceived  and  of  numerous  communications 
printed  in  The  Presbyterian.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  personal  letter;  hence  the 
author’s  name  is  not  given.  Referring 
to  a  recent  editorial  in  which  we  af¬ 
firmed  that  if  charges  are  to  be  made 
they  should  be  brought  in  the  “orderly, 
dignified  method  of  procedure”  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  Form  of  Government, 
he  says,  “But  you  seem  to  entirely  over¬ 
look  the  fact,  which  you  well  know, 
that  our  General  Assembly  has  already 
acted  on  this  matter  (the  Fosdick  in¬ 
cident)  in  a  regular  and  legal  man¬ 
ner”  and  that  if  Br.  Fosdick  and  the 
First  Church  had  followed  the  Assem¬ 
bly’s  action  “there  would  have  been  no 
occasion  for  further  actions.”  He  con¬ 
tinues:  “Where  and  when  have  you 
ever  rebuked  him,  or  expressed  toward 
this  rebellion  against  the  authority  of 
the  General  Assembly  your  disap¬ 
proval?”  Then  he  speaks  of  our 
“silence”  on  this  subject.  With  refer¬ 


ence  to  such  statements  it  is  to  be  ob¬ 
served  : 

1.  The  editorial  criticised  had  not  a 
thing  to  say  about  or  to  do  with  the 
Fosdick  incident.  It  related  wholly  to 
vague  general  charges  and  the  right 
method  of  procedure  if  there  are  really 
ministers  who  deny  the  faith. 

2.  The  writer  condemns  “The  Ad¬ 
vance”  without  being  a  reader,  basing 
his  mistaken  conclusions  on  the  untrue 
statements  of  others.  If  he  had  been  a 
reader  of  the  paper  he  would  have 
known  that  it  has  not  been  silent  about 
the  Fosdick  incident  but  has  stated  the 
facts  in  the  case  which  are  hex-e  stated 
again. 

3.  The  First  Church  and  the  Pres¬ 
bytery  of  New  York  faithfully  followed 
the  Assembly’s  directions  with  respect 
to  Dr.  Fosdick’s  resignation,  which  was 
promptly  offered,  as  it  had  been  offered 
even  before  the  Assembly  met.  They 
accepted  the  resignation  and  arranged 
for  the  termination  of  Dr.  Fosdiek’s  re¬ 
lationship  as  associate  minister  to  take 
effect  next  month.  That  is  all  any  rea¬ 
sonable  man  should  ask,  for  no  man 


with  the  interests  of  the  kingdom  at 
heart  would  want,  for  his  personal 
gratification,  that  the  whole  work  of  a 
great  church  should  be  unceremoniously 
broken  down. 

4.  The  session  of  the  First  Church  did 
invite  Dr.  Fosdick  to  preach  from  its 
pulpit  in  the  future,  just  as  it  might 
invite  any  other  evangelical  minister  to 
preach  from  that  pulpit.  No  man,  cer¬ 
tainly,  will  question  the  right  of  a  ses¬ 
sion  to  extend  such  an  invitation.  The 
peculiar  relationship  of  “associate  min¬ 
ister”  sustained  by  Dr.  Fosdick  was  un¬ 
doubtedly  “anomalous”  and  that  pecul¬ 
iar  relationship  ends;  but  any  session 
has  the  right  to  invite  a  minister  in 
good  standing  in  another  evangelical 
denomination  to  preach  from  its  pul¬ 
pit.  To  speak  of  this  as  “illegal  and 
defiant  procedure”  is  to  deny  a  right 
which  any  session  may  exercise  and 
should  exercise  when  its  judgment  so 
dictates.  Jas.  E.  Clarke. 


Your  Assembly  number  was  flue.  Send  me 
another  copy.  I  gave  mine  to  another  minister. 

B.  T.  WATSON, 
Pastor  Franklin,  Ky. 
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OKLAHOMA  ITEMS 


College  Hill,  Tulsa:  On  Sunday  Feb. 

I,  Rev.  George  O.  Nichols,  D.D.,  re¬ 
ceived  the  fiftieth  member  since  his  com¬ 
ing  and  the  Sunday  school  reached  its 
high  water  mark  in  attendance,  and  the 
whole  work  shows  remarkable  growth. 

Bullette,  Tulsa:  After  some  very  dis¬ 
couraging  experiences  the  Bullette 
Church  called  Rev.  U.  A.  Brogden  a 
few  weeks  ago  to  its  pulpit.  The  work 
is  already  feeling  the  influence,  and  both 
Sunday  school  and  church  services  are 
steadily  growing.  Mr.  Brogden  was 
under  our  Foreign  Board  on  the  island 
of  Hainan,  China,  for  some  time. 

Pawnee:  Rev.  T.  J.  Hedges,  recently 
of  Rector,  Arkansas,  has  taken  up  the 
work  at  this  county  seat  town. 

Haskell:  Rev.  J.  E.  Kerr  recently  of 
Fort  Gibson,  is  now  located  at  Haskell, 
and  was  installed  as  pastor  by  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  Muskogee  Presbytery  under 
the  chairmanship  of  Rev.  A.  E.  Moody  of 
Muskogee. 

Sallisaw :  Rev.  A.  E.  Arnfield  of 

Trenton,  Mo.,  has  been  installed  as  pas¬ 
tor,  and  the  church  is  looking  forward 
to  a  successful  growth.  Special  work 
has  been  taken  up  among  the  men. 

Poteau  and  Keavener:  These  neigh¬ 
boring  fields  in  the  Presbytery  of  Mc- 
Alester  have  been  grouped,  and  Rev. 
Harry  Cox,  now  pastor  at  Hartshorne 
in  the  same  presbytery  has  accepted  a 
call  to  the  group.  These  are  two  most 
promising  churches. 

Eaufaula  and  Checotah:  These  two 
leading  towns  in  McIntosh  County  have 
been  a  long  time  without  a  pastor.  Af¬ 
ter  the  repairs  now  under  way  in  the 
Checotah  Church  (badly  damaged  in  a 
storm),  the  group  will  be  ready  for  a 
good  man.  A  number  of  fields  of  this 
type  are  waiting  men,  who  are  awake 
to  opportunity,  and  prefer  to  undertake 
work  rather  than  a  place  already  made 
for  them  by  some  other  man.  The  field 
man  for  the  presbyteries  of  Tulsa, 
Muskogee  and  McAlester,  Rev.  Ralph 

J.  Lamb,  D.D.,  may  be  reached  at  2827 
East  8th  Street,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  and 
will  be  glad  to  supply  information  about 
fields  in  these  presbyteries. 


WORK  IN  NEW  MEXICO 


New  Mexico  has  three  field  men,  J.  L. 
Marquis,  D.D.,  synodical  superintendent, 
Rev.  M.  Arthur  Spotts,  and  Rev.  J.  D. 
Henry,  Sunday  school  missionaries.  Rev. 
Rudolph  Caughey,  pastor  at  Roswell,  is 
the  synodical  executive. 

First  Church,  Albuquerque,  is  putting 
on  a  school  of  missions  for  the  entire 
church. 

B.  E.  Mathis,  D.D.,  pastor  at  Clovis, 
had  a  physical  breakdown  before  the 
holidays,  and  was  brought  to  the  Pres¬ 
byterian  Sanitorium  at  Albuquerque. 
We  are  glad  to  report  that  he  is  improv¬ 
ing  rapidly. 

Rev.  W.  A.  Ervin,  much  loved  pastor 
at  Socorro,  has  the  deepest  sympathy  of 
his  many  friends  in  the  death  of  Mrs. 
Ervin.  , 

Rev.  M.  A.  Spotts,  Sunday  school  mis¬ 
sionary,  reports  successful  evangelistic 
meetings  in  his  work.  Most  of  them 
have  been  conducted  in  neglected  places. 
This  kind  of  work  is  very  much  needed 


in  this  state.  . 

The  writer  recently  organized  a  Sun¬ 
day  school  at  the  Hagan  mines,  a  new 
coal  mining  district  that  is  being  opened 
up,  forty  miles  northeast  of  Albuquer¬ 
que.  The  Rev.  George  Cook  of  Albu¬ 
querque  is  preaching  regularly  for  them, 


and  the  Men’s  Bible  Class  of  the  First 
Church  in  Albuquerque  is  furnishing 
transportation  for  Mr.  Cook.  Some  of 
its  members  accompany  him  each  trip. 

Our  Sunday  school  at  Grants  was 
locked  out  of  the  school  house  by  the 
Catholics.  This  is  a  growing  little  town, 
and  there  is  not  a  vacant  room  oi  any 
kind  that  can  be  secured  in  which  to  hold 
our  Sunday  school.  If  some  of  our  good 
readers  would  like  to  do  some  real  mis¬ 
sionary  work  by  furnishing  funds  to 
erect  a  little  chapel,  it  would  be  great. 

J.  D.  Henry. 
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ALONG  THE  TENNESSEE  RIVER 


There  is  a  section  along  the  Tennes¬ 
see  River  from  Sheffield,  Ala.,  to  Dan¬ 
ville,  Houston  County,  Tenn.,  where  we 
have  a  few  churches  and  a  great  oppor¬ 
tunity  in  a  neglected  but  important  field. 
This  Tennessee  River  section  needs 
three  more  ministers  to  handle  the  work 
already  established. 

Rev.  R.  H.  Craig  spent  one  year  at 
Savannah,  six  and  a  half  years  at  Big 
Sandy,  and  has  recently  been  installed 
as  pastor  of  the  Waterloo  group  and  is 
just  completing  a  church  at  Wright, 
Ala.  Rev.  Josiah  Daniel  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  has  arrived  on  the  field  and  taken 
charge  of  the  work  at  Sheffield,  Ala. 

Rev.  J.  C.  Arnett  has  had  oversight 
of  the  Savannah-Adarnsville  work  for 
more  than  a  year,  and  good  progress 
has  been  made  in  repairing  the  church 
and  manse. 

Rev.  L.  A.  Streete  is  in  his  first  year 
at  Clifton. 

For  almost  two  year’s  Rev.  O.  G.  Per¬ 
kins  has  ministered  to  the  Big  Sandy 
group. 

The  Waterloo  church  recently  held  a 
special  service  at  the  50th  anniversary 
of  the  ordination  of  Dr.  J.  W.  Lee,  now 
retired,  but  still  a  very  faithful  and  ac¬ 
tive  helper  for  the  pastor. 

There  is  not  a  respectable  church 
building  of  any  denomination  on  the 
road  between  Waterloo  and  Savannah, 
a  distance  of  35  miles. 


One  of  the  outsanding  features  of  the 
past  year’s  work  was  the  two  weeks’ 
ministry  by  Dr.  R.  L.  Phelps  whose 
strong  sermons  were  greatly  enjoyed. 


IN  THE  PRESBYTERY  OF 
JEFFERSON 


Two  events  of  unusual  impoi'tance 
have  occurred. 

At  the  Tennessee  Church,  Rev.  C.  D. 
Phend,  pastor — a  man  always  on  the 
job  serving  in  the  open  country  and  for 
the  country  people — there  was  held  a 
rural  conference  of  much  value.  The 
county  agent  and  his  assistant  were 
present  as  was  Dr.  Warren  H.  Wilson 
of  the  National  Board. 

A  second  meeting  of  importance  was 
held  at  Joaquin  sponsored  by  the  Pres- 
byterial  Committee  of  National  Mis¬ 


sions. 

There  were  present  from  the  preby- 
tery,  Rev.  T.  E.  Keasler;  Rev.  A.  O. 
Browne,  M.D.;  Rev.  J.  N.  Slayton;  Rev. 
C.  D.  Phend;  Rev.  F.  M.  Pope,  Ph.D., 
and  the  writer.  From  the  National 
Board,  Rev.  Warren  H.  Wilson  and  Rev. 
A.  J.  Montgomery;  from  the  synod,  Rev. 
G.  W.  Fender;  and  Rev.  J.  M.  Jane. 

The  Executive  Council  met  at  noon, 
in  connection  with  this  meeting,  and 
the  Rev.  Oscar  A.  Browne,  M.D.,  was 
dismissed  to  the  Presbytery  of  Dallas, 
and  the  Rev.  F.  M.  Pope,  Ph.D.,  was 
received  from  the  Presbytery  of  Ewing. 

W.  C.  Carter. 


Chicago  Layman  Endorses — 

“What  is  a  Christian” 


A  prominent  Chicago  layman,  after  reading  a  copy  of  “ What 
is  a  Christian  ?”  became  so  enthusiastic  in  its  endorsement  that 
he  asked  his  pastor  to  present  a  copy  to  every  new  member  unit¬ 
ing  with  the  church.  Below  is  a  letter  received  from  the  pastor 
showing  its  use  in  mid-week  services  and  in  Men’s  Bible  Class: 

“In  removing  misconceptions  and 
fortifying  ideals ,  this  little  book 

'"ISA  gEM" 

]VTen  are  asking  the  questions  which 
this  prominent  business  man  found  an¬ 
swered  in  this  little  book.  It  is  being 
used  by  pastors  in  preparing  candidates 
for  church  membership. 

Board  bound,  75c.  Paper,  50c. 
PRESBYTERIAN  ADVANCE— Nashville,  Tenn. 


The  Paster  Wri*@s  1 


Christian  ”  in  the 
mid  -  week  services 
the  Men’s  Bible 
Claes,  on  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  a  prominent 
member,  will  use  it 
as  the  basis  of  a  seven 
Sunday  study.  This 
same  man  is  so  en¬ 
thusiastic  about  the 
book  that  he  has 
asked  me  to  present 
a  copy,  at  his  ex¬ 
pense,  to  every  one 
"niting  with  the 


Dr.  Fosdlck  Not  a  Heretic. 

To  the  Editor  of  The  New  York  Times: 

Tho  item  at  the  head  ot  the  fourth  column 
on  Tage  17  of  today's  Times  was  apparently 
written  by  a  strong  partisan,  and  before  It 
Is  answered  by  some  one  equally  extreme 
on  the  other  side  I  hasten  to  make  correc¬ 
tion  from  the  "rolddlo  of  the  road."  It 
says: 

“The  Presbyterian  Genoral  Assembly  has 
branded  him  [Dr.  Fosdlck]  as  a  heretic." 

This  is  distinctly  at  'variance  with  the 
facts ‘and  the  phrase  Is  unpleasant.  "Brand¬ 
ing"  is  cruelty,  and  an  accusation  of 
"heresy"  is  usually  regarded  as  offensive. 
Let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that  Dr. 
Fosdlck  is  not  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
either  the  Genoral  Assembly  or  the  Pres¬ 
bytery.  and  has  nover  been  on  trial  before 
either  one. 


As  to  "branding.”  Dr.  Fosdlck  was  offered 
an  opportunity  to  conform  to  Presbyterian 
requirements  on  tho  same  terms  as  those 
which  have  been  complied  with  by  other 
Presbyterian  ministers,  including  Dr.  Alex-  , 
ander  and  Mr.  Sheers,  tho  pastors  of  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  and  ho  declined. 
There  is  no  reason  why  a  man  who  del  lb-  ft 
crately  chose  another  denomination  In  which 
to  bo  ordained  should  be  excepted  by  tho 
Presbyterian  Church  from  the  requirements  £ 
to  which  its  own  regularly  ordained  minis¬ 
ters  are  required  to  conform. 

As  to  "heresy,"  let  me  quoto  the  definl-  | 
tlon  given  by  Dr.  Briggs,  who  was  himself 
at  one  time  the  centre  of  a  very  serious 
controversy.  "Heresy  is  anything  which  de¬ 
parts  from  the  mind  of  the  Church  as  offi¬ 
cially  defined.”  Any  Church  or  other  or¬ 
ganization  in  order  to  secure  consistency 
and  permanence  must  officially  define: 

(a)  Its  purpose. 

(b)  Tho  conditions  for  voting  and  holding 
■  office. 

(c)  Its  form  of  government  and  form  of 
'  procedure. 

This  the  Presbyterian  Church  has  done 
and,  while  it  is  liberal  In  its  conditions 
for  membership  and  in  welcoming  preachers 
of  other  denominations  to(  Its  pulpit.  It  re¬ 
quires  that  those  who  have  the  pastorate 
of  a  Presbyterian  church,  or  act  as  stated 
or  permanent  supply,  shall  be  in  harmony 
with  those  standards. 

Still  speaking  from  tho  middle  of  the 
road,  lot  me  remind  you  that  the  orthodoxy 
of  Dr.  Fosdlck  was  questioned  in  his  own 
denomination  before  the  matter  assumed  its 
present  form  in  the  Presbyterian  Church. 

He  has  "brought  this  controversy  Into  the 
pulpit  of  a  sister  church  and.  while  saying 
he  does  not  wish  to  be  the  cause  of  discord, 
he  persists  in  being  just  that.  ' 

In  conclusion  I  wish  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  question  in  'the  Presbyterian 
Church  Is  primarily  "administrative"  rather 
than  "theological,”  and  would  never  have 
assumed  its  present  proportions  if  the  lead¬ 
ers  on  both  sides  had  conformed  to  what  is 
the  practice  in  our  great  national  game  of 
baseball— to  play  the  game  according  to 
the  rules.  A  LAYMAN. 

New  York,  Fob.  27,  102e< 
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A  Message  frotn  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church ,  New  York 

THE  resignation  of  Dr.  Harry  Emerson 
Fosdick  as  associate  minister  in  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church,  New  York,  became  effective 
March  first. 

The  ministry  of  Dr.  Fosdick  in  the  First  Church 
has  been  a  notable  one.  A  community  center  of 
far  reaching  influence  has  been  built  up,  and  the 
Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ  has  been  proclaimed  with 
great  spiritual  power.  Contrary  to  the  fear  that 
has  been  expressed  that  the  preaching  of  Dr. 
Fosdick  might  tend  to  undermine  the  historic  faith 
of  the  Church,  we  do  not  know  of  a  single  instance 
where  faith  in  Christ  has  been  disturbed  or  weak¬ 
ened  as  the  result  of  his  preaching,  while  on  the 
other  hand  cases  multiply  of  those  whose  wavering 
faith  has  been  strengthened  and  vitalized.  At  a 
time  v/hen  the  revival  of  religion  is  felt  to  be  an 
essential  element  in  the  welfare  of  the  nation,  the 
clarity  of  the  message  and  the  winsomeness  of  the 
preacher  have  .succeeded  in  bringing  many,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  of  the  younger  generation,  into 
vital  fellowship  with  Christ. 

If  the  great  spiritual  power  of  Dr.  Fosdick’s 
preaching  and  its  importance  in  the  work  of  the 
First  Church  can  be  brought  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Church  at  large,  it  is  believed  that  at  the  next 
General  Assembly  some  way  will  be  found,  not 
inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  Church  and 
established  rules  and  usage,  whereby  Dr.  Fosdick 
may  continue  to  preach  in  the  First  Church. 

During  the  next  few  weeks  sermons  will  be  sent 
to  you  typical  of  Dr.  Fosdick’s  preaching.  This 
will  be  done  in  no  spirit  of  controversy  or  rancor, 
but  with  the  single  purpose  of  making  known  to 
those  beyond  the  borders  of  our  own  community 
what  has  been  done  by  the  First  Church  under 
Dr.  Fosdick’s  leadership,  in  bringing  men  and 
women  under  the  influence  of  the  Gospel  of  Christ. 


(i  HESE  are  the  things  we  have 


JL  stood  for:  tolerance,  an  inclu¬ 
sive  Church,  the  right  to  think  religion 


through  in  modern  terms,  the  social 


applications  of  the  principles  of  Jesus, 
the  abiding  verities  and  experiences 
of  the  gospel.  And  these  are  right. 
I  am  not  sorry  we  tried  this  experi¬ 
ment.  It  was  worth  trying.  We  have 
lifted  a  standard  that  no  one  will  put 
down.  We  have  stated  an  issue  that 
no  man  or  denomination  is  strong 
enough  to  brush  aside.  .  .  ■” 


INTRODUCTION 


HE  occasion  of  Dr .  Fosdick’s  departure  from 


Jl  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York 
will  stand  as  one  of  the  most  dramatic  in  history . 
For  five  years  Dr,  Fosdick  had  been  the  associate 
Minister  of  the  Church ,  and  the  inspiration  of  his 
teaching  had  given  him  a  pre-eminent  position 
among  the  workers  in  religion .  A  Baptist  by  de¬ 
nomination,  he  was  invited  to  the  Presbyterian 
pulpit  and  served  in  complete  harmony  with  his 
associates.  His  Church ,  always  crowded  to  hear 
him  preach ,  was  enabled  to  extend  its  influence 
and  multiply  its  contributions .  The  youth  of  the 
land ,  in  particular ,  had  come  to  regard  him  as  the 


great  apostle  of  a  religion  which  they  can  under¬ 
stand. 


His  farewell  address  defines  very  clearly  his 


position.  There  are  few  who  will  not  admire  the 


spirit  in  which  it  was  given.  Among  the  many 
accounts  in  the  metropolitan  press  descriptive  of 
the  occasion,  the  following  is  taken  from  the  New 
York  Times  of  March  2d: 

A  great  wave  of  religious  emotion  swept  over  the 
crowded  congregation  of  the  First  Presbyterian 
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Church,  Fifth  Avenue  and  Eleventh  Street,  yesterday 
morning,  when  the  Rev.  Dr.  Harry  Emerson  Fosdiek 
preached  his  “farewell”  sermon.  Most  of  the  women 
in  the  church  were  in  tears,  and  many  of  the  men 
struggled  to  hide  their  feelings,  when  the  minister 
who  had  preached  to  them  for  five  and  one-half  years 
reached  the  end  of  his  final  sermon. 

The  closing  hymn  was  “God  Be  "With  You  ’Till  We 
Meet  Again.”  Never  before,  probably,  had  any  con¬ 
gregation  anywhere  sung  a  hymn  with  more  intimate 
personal  realization  of  its  significance.  Eighteen  hun¬ 
dred  voices  rose  in  a  magnificent  chorus. 

No  one  left  the  church  after  the  benediction,  which 
closed  the  service.  Every  one  remained  standing  in 
the  pews  or  in  the  aisles.  Dr.  Fosdiek  started  to  de¬ 
scend  from  the  pulpit  to  mingle  with  the  congregation 
as  has  been  his  custom.  Before  he  could  leave  the 
pulpit  the  emotion  of  the  men  and  women  in  the  front 
rows  overcame  them.  They  hurried  forward  and 
ascended  into  the  pulpit,  all  that  could  get  in.  For 
fifteen  minutes  they  stayed  there,  surrounding  Dr. 
Fosdiek  and  assuring  him  of  their  unending  support. 

An  Hour  in  Saying  Farewell 

Then  the  preacher  got  down  from  the  pulpit  and 
a  double  row  of  people  filed  past  him  to  shake  his 
hand.  He  remained  an  hour  to  exchange  good-byes 
and  listen  to  the  heartfelt  words  of  men  and  women, 
some  with  tears  in  their  eyes,  who  echoed  the  hope 
that  it  was  not  farewell,  but  only  au  revoir. 
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Dr.  Alexander  Prays  for  His  Return 

The  Rev.  Dr.  George  Alexander,  venerable  pastor 
of  the  First  Church,  offered  a  prayer  at  yesterday’s 
service  that  Dr.  Fosdick  be  restored  to  the  church  on 
his  return  from  his  forthcoming  trip  abroad,  which 
will  include  a  visit  to  the  Holy  Land. 

His  voice  breaking  as  he  glanced  first  at  Dr.  Fos¬ 
dick  and  then  at  the  huge  congregation  of  1,800  de¬ 
vout  men  and  women  with  heads  bowed,  Dr.  Alexan¬ 
der  supplicated  for  greater  church  unity,  and  then 
said: 

“But  do  not  hold  us  selfish,  Heavenly  Father,  if 
today  we  pray  most  for  a  blessing  upon  the  great  min¬ 
istry  fulfilled  in  this  place.  We  pray  Thee  that  he 
who  has  performed  this  ministry,  as  he  goes  out, 
taking  our  hearts  with  him,  after  a  sojourn  in 
storied  lands,  mellowed  by  these  experiences,  may  be 
restored  to  us  in  the  future  to  declare  once  more  to 
us  the  words  of  eternal  life. ’ s 

Dr.  Alexander  urged  members  of  the  congregation 
and  others  who  had  been  aided  spiritually  by  Dr. 
Fosdick ’s  preaching  to  write  letters  to  the  First 
Church  to  be  used  by  the  church  in  its  efforts  to  have 
him  restored  to  the  pulpit. 

“We  are  continually  receiving  letters  from  all  parts 
of  the  world  telling  of  blessings  received  from  this 
ministry,”  said  Dr.  Alexander.  “The  ministers  will 
welcome  like  letters  from  any  here  present.  Such 
letters  may  perhaps  he  used  for  the  vindication  of 
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the  course  of  this  church  and  for  the  vindication  of 
the  great  minister  who  has  labored  among  us.” 

The  congregation  was  the  largest  ever  admitted  to 
First  Church.  Every  seat  was  taken,  and  more  people 
were  allowed  to  stand  than  ever  before.  The  church 
proper  has  pew  room  for  1,088,  so  that  more  than  700 
either  sat  in  the  two  chapels  or  stood.  More  than 
500  persons  were  turned  away  from  the  doors,  un¬ 
able  to  get  in. 


Hundreds  Stand  in  Rain 

People  began  to  gather  in  front  of  the  church  as 
early  as  9  o’clock.  Never  since  Dr.  Fosdick’s  min¬ 
istry  began  had  there  been  a  larger  crowd  in  front 
of  the  church  at  one  time.  Hundreds  stood  patiently 
in  the  drizzle  of  rain  waiting  for  the  doors  to  open. 
Pew  holders  were  admitted  as  usual  by  a  side  chapel 
door.  All  the  front  doors  were  unbarred  at  exactly 
10:30  o’clock,  and  there  was  a  rush  to  get  in.  The 
vestibule  was  so  jammed  that  there  was  confusion 
for  a  few  minutes  before  the  doors  were  closed. 
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And  Paul  after  this  tarried  there  yet  a 
good  while,  and  then  took  his  leave  of 
the  brethren,  and  sailed  thence  into 
Syria ,  and  with  him  Priscilla  and 
Aquilla ;  having  shorn  his  head  in  Cen- 
chrea,  for  he  had  a  vow. 

— Acts  XVIII,  18 

MY  FRIENDS,  we  all  of  us  have  known 
that  this  Sunday  was  inevitable,  when 
associations  that  through  the  years  have 
grown  affectionate  and  strong  would  be  severed. 
For  I  think  we  would  better  put  the  matter 
frankly  in  that  light.  I  know  that  there  are 
some  of  you  who  are  not  yet  ready  to  face 
the  situation  in  those  terms.  You  think  that  the 
General  Assembly  may  yet  take  action  that  will 
make  possible  the  re-establishment  of  these  re¬ 
lationships.  It  is  only  just  to  myself,  however, 
to  say  publicly  that  I  do  not  share  your  expecta¬ 
tions  and  that  when  I  leave  this  pulpit  today  I 
do  not  expect  to  return.  I  have,  therefore,  the 
difficult  task  of  saying  to  you  this  morning,  fare¬ 
well! 
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It  is  probably  a  preacher’s  mannerism  that  on 
an  occasion  like  this,  which  does  not  require  a 
text,  I  should  choose  one.  Yet  there  is  sense  in 
it.  Robert  Louis  Stevenson  tells  us  that  when  he 
was  a  very  little  boy  and  suffering  heavily  from 
illness,  his  nurse,  Alison  Cunningham,  used  to 
know  how  to  comfort  him  by  telling  him  tales  of 
brave  men  of  old  days  who  had  suffered,  too,  and 
had  come  off  conquerors.  There  is  a  note  of  uni¬ 
versal  humanity  in  that  need  of  Stevenson. 

The  Bible  “A  Great  Resource” 

We  are  always  supported  when  we  know  that 
we  have  the  companionship  of  souls  who  have  gone 
through  a  like  experience,  and  in  this  respect  the 
Bible  is  a  great  resource.  It  is  a  repository  of 
every  kind  of  experience  that  anybody  on  earth 
ever  could  go  through.  All  fears  and  dreams 
and  hopes  and  disappointments,  griefs  and  aspira¬ 
tions,  trials,  temptations,  joys  and  satisfactions, 
are  in  the  book.  So  that  I  have  found  it  easier 
this  morning  to  deal  with  this  farewell  by  not 
thinking  directly  of  it,  but  of  another  farewell, 
where  other  people  not  ourselves,  and  very  dif¬ 
ferent  from  ourselves,  went  through  a  like  ex¬ 
perience  long  ago. 
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In  the  18th  verse  of  the  18tli  Chapter  of  the 
Book  of  Acts  you  find  Paul  saying  good-bye  to 
the  Church  in  Corinth:  “Paul  tarried  there  yet 
a  good  while,”  we  read,  “and  then  took  his 
leave  of  the  brethren,  and  sailed  thence.” 

If  we  turn  back  to  the  Bible  to  find  how  to  live 
in  oilier  relationships,  why  not  turn  back  to  the 
Bible  this  morning  to  find  out  in  what  spirit  we 
should  say  good-bye? 

Paul’s  itinerant  ministry  probably  bad  accus¬ 
tomed  him,  as  far  as  one  can  be  accustomed,  to 
farewells  like  this,  but  there  were  special  reasons 
why  that  good-bye  at  Corinth  was  significant  and 
difficult.  Corinth  came  as  near  being  a  settled 
pastorate  as  Paul  ever  had.  He  might  stay  a  few 
weeks  in  this  town  or  that,  but  he  had  settled  down 
in  Corinth,  supported  himself  by  tent  making, 
wrought  himself  into  the  life  of  his  community, 
and  so  far  had  fathered  the  Church  that  he  could 
write  to  It  afterwards:  “In  Christ  I  begat  you 
through  the  Gospel.”  It  was  in  writing  to  this 
Church  that  out  of  the  depth  of  his  heart  welled 
up  the  great  13th  Chapter  on  love.  It  was  to  this 
Church  that  he  said:  “Our  mouth  is  open  unto 
you,  0  Corinthians,  our  heart  is  enlarged.”  And 
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now,  at  last,  this  prolonged  and  happy  ministry 
must  come  to  its  conclusion. 

Paul's  Farewell  to  His  Flock 

You  can  imagine  that  group  down  by  the 
Corinthian  seashore  gathered  to  say  good-bye.  It 
must  have  been  replete  with  many  emotions,  re¬ 
grets,  fears,  happy  memories,  deep  satisfaction, 
for  Paul  had  tarried  there  a  good  while  and  was 
now  taking  leave  of  the  brethren  and  sailing 
thence. 

What  do  you  suppose  he  said  to  them?  Let 
us  ask  ourselves  that  this  morning.  It  may  help 
us  if  we  try  to  put  ourselves  as  well  as  we  can 
into  their  places  and  guess  what  kind  of  good¬ 
bye  the  Apostle  spoke  to  his  friends. 

In  the  first  place,  I  feel  sure  that  he  talked 
with  them  awhile  about  the  things  they  had  been 
standing  for  in  Corinth  amid  controversy  and  de¬ 
bate.  For  Paul’s  experience  in  Corinth  had  not 
been  tranquil  and  serene.  It  had  been  a  stormy 
time.  No  sooner  had  Christianity  gotten  under 
way  than  a  problem  arose  which  split  the  Church 
into  two  schools  of  thought  Must  Christianity 
still  carry  along  with  it  and  insist  upon  the  ob- 
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servance  of  the  old  Jewish  laws?  That  question 
inevitably  arose,  and  it  precipitated  an  acrimo¬ 
nious  dissension. 

The  first  Christians  had  been  Jews,  Jews  first, 
with  their  new  Christianity  simply  an  addition  to 
their  old  Judaism,  and  it  never  dawned  on  them 
to  abate  one  jot  or  tittle  of  their  emphasis  upon 
the  old  observances—circumcision,  clean  and  un¬ 
clean  foods,  Sabbath  observance  and  the  temple 
ritual  and  sacrifice.  Must  Christianity  carry  all 
that  along? 

Many  of  those  first  Christians  answered,  Yes. 
They  were  the  first  Fundamentalists  of  the  Chris¬ 
tian  movement.  They  sincerely  believed  that  these 
observances  were  part  and  parcel  of  the  basic 
principles  of  Christianity. 

His  Clash  With  “Fundamentalists” 

But  Paul  stood  on  the  other  side.  He  saw  that 
Christianity  never  could  be  a  universal  religion 
on  those  terms.  Ha  saw  that  there  was  no  use 
preaching  Christ  to  Greeks  and  Romans  all  bun¬ 
dled  up  and  obscured  in  that  paraphernalia  of 
legalism.  He  brushed  aside  those  needless  ac¬ 
cumulations.  He  did  it  kindly,  but  he  did  it 
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firmly.  Nothing  mattered  to  him  except  living 
faith  in  Christ  of  the  kind  that  transforms  a  man 
so  that  tile  spirit  of  Christ  lives  in  him. 

This  firm,  uncompromising  stand  inyoived  Paul 
in  controversy.  He  had  some  tempestuous  times  in 
Corinth.  The  lews  even  mobbed  him  once  and 
dragged  him  before  the  judgment  seat  of  the 
Roman  pro-consul,  Gallic.  On  that  day  when  be 
said  good-bye  I  suspect  not  all  the  Christians  in 
Corinth  were  sorry  to  see  him  go.  Some  thanked 
God  that  they  had  seen  the  last  of  this  disturbing 
heretic. 

How  respectable  heretics  do  grow  in  the  ret¬ 
rospect  of  history!  John  Greenleaf  Whittier — 
we  call  him  “the  good,  gray  poet”  now,  and  sing 
his  hymns  in  church — and  young  John  Whittier 
himself,  that  radical  abolitionist  crusader,  once  in 
Philadelphia  had  to  escape  in  disguise  from  a 
mob  that  was  after  him. 

Henry  Ward  Beecher — what  a  name  to  con¬ 
jure  with  now,  but  he  was  the  best-hated  heretic 
of  his  generation.  Beecher  spoke  once  in  this 
city,  and  my  friend  heard  him  say:  “They  call 
me  a  heretic  now,  just  as  they  called  my  father 
and  my  grandfather.  But  I  notice  that  now  folk 
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begin  to  speak  politely  about  my  father  and 
grandfather,  and  some  of  you  young  men  will  yet 
live  to  hear  Henry  Ward  Beecher  spoken  of  as 
a  venerable  man  of  God.” 

Heretics  “Respectable  in  Retrospect” 

So  heretics  grow  respectable  in  retrospect.  What 
pillars  of  orthodoxy  John  Knox  and  John  Calvin 
seem  to  be.  We  forget  that  John  Knox,  in  his 
fight  for  religious  liberty,  was  thrust  into  the  gal¬ 
leys  to  pull  oars  like  a  slave  until,  as  he  said,  “I 
cried  out  of  the  prison  of  my  dolor,”  and  that  one 
of  the  first  books  John  Calvin  ever  wrote  was 
against  intolerance,  for  which  he  was  straightway 
put  in  prison. 

So  Paul,  that  haloed  saint  of  the  cathedra! 
niches,  is  not  the  real  Paul.  The  real  Paul  was 
a  determined  heretic.  He  cared  so  much  for 
Christ,  so  much  for  the  fortunes  of  Christ  in  the 
hearts  of  men,  that  he  would  not  stand  idly  by 
and  see  vital  Christianity  smothered  and  undone. 
I  am  sure  that  on  the  farewell  day  he  said  a  little 
to  the  people  about  the  Christian  liberty  for  which 
they  had  been  standing  there  in  Corinth. 

Six  years  ago,  in  this  church,  we  entered  on  an 
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adventurous  experiment.  Those  were  the  spacious 
days  after  the  war  when  our  hearts  went  out  to 
each  other  across  ail  credal  boundary  lines.  A 
great  cause  united  us.  Little  things  had  seemed 
little  in  the  midst  of  the  world’s  tragic  crisis. 
Those  were  days  when,  not  having  enough  coal  to 
go  around,  Presbyterian  and  Baptist  churches  ac¬ 
tually  condescended  to  worship  God  together. 
Those  were  days  when  we  told  each  other  with 
tears  in  our  eyes  of  Catholic  chaplains  giving  the 
last  rites  to  Jewish  soldiers,  and  Protestant  clergy¬ 
men  holding  the  crucifix  before  the  closing  eyes 
of  Catholic  boys.  In  those  spacious  days  we 
entered  into  our  experiment — -an  interdenomina¬ 
tional  ministry  to  build  a  community  church  that 
should  be  in  fact  tJa  house  of  prayer  for  all 
people.” 

Now  that  that  experiment  comes  to  its  conclu¬ 
sion,  not  because  it  has  failed,  but  because  eccle¬ 
siastical  decree,  engineered  from  a  distance,  so 
dictates,  we  may  well  spend  a  moment  rehears¬ 
ing  what  we  have  stood  for. 

We  have  stood  for  tolerance.  This  church  is 
not  of  one  theological  complexion.  We  represent 
many  doctrinal  traditions  and  about  as  many  an- 
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swers  as  you  can  easily  imagine  to  any  theological 
question,  you  will  find  somewhere  in  the  minds  of 
this  congregation.  But  never  in  all  these  six  years 
has  there  been  a  rift  in  the  lute  of  our  harmony. 
If  you  want  to  know  why,  let  me  draw  you  a  pic¬ 
ture.  A  young  college  graduate  came  before  your 
Board  of  Elders  asking  to  join  this  church.  She 
said,  “I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  any  right  to 
join  this  church.” 

“Why?”  said  Dr.  Alexander. 

“Because  I  am  not  sure  that  I  agree  with  you 
in  theology,”  she  said.  “I  am  modern  to  my  finger 
tips.” 

And  I  never  shall  forget  Dr.  Alexander,  so 
splendidly  representing  the  older  generation,  as  he 
rose  and  stood  beside  this  eager  member  of  the  new 
generation.  “Daughter,”  he  said,  “do  you  believe 
in  Jesus  Christ?” 

“Yes,”  she  said. 

“And  taking  Him  as  your  personal  Saviour  and 
the  revelation  of  your  God,  do  you  want  to  stand 
with  us  here  for  the  things  He  stood  for?” 

“Yes,”  she  said. 

“Then,”  said  he,  “you  belong  with  our  com¬ 
pany.” 


Farewell  Sermon  of  Dr.  F osdick 


Why  not?  If  Jesus  Christ  and  what  He  stood 
for  are  not  the  centre  of  Christianity,  where  will 
you  find  it?  Why  can  we  not  gather  people  around 
that  common  purpose  and  let  them  think  as  they 
will  about  the  details  of  theology? 

We  have  stood  for  tolerance. 

“The  Tragedy  of  Protestantism” 

Again,  we  have  stood  for  an  inclusive  Church. 
The  tragedy  of  Protestantism  has  been  this,  that 
any  time  anybody  got  a  new  idea  in  doctrine  or 
ecclesiastical  polity,  he  went  out,  if  he  had  power 
enough,  and  founded  a  new  denomination  to  rep¬ 
resent  it.  The  tragedy  of  Protestantism  has  been 
an  exclusive  church  to  which  nobody  belonged  ex¬ 
cept  those  people  who  had  the  same  belief  about 
some  doctrine  or  ecclesiastical  procedure.  The 
lamentable  effect  of  this  historical  policy  of  Prot¬ 
estantism,  with  each  denomination  representing 
some  specialty,  is  with  us;  a  hundred  and  more 
denominations  in  this  country,  competing,  over¬ 
lapping,  each  insisting  on  some  minutia,  tithing 
mint,  anise  and  cummin  and  neglecting  the  weight¬ 
ier  matters  of  the  law.  And  so  far  has  this  historic 
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policy  gone  that  one  denomination  of  Mennonites 
is  distinguished  from  all  others  by  the  fact  that  it 
thinks  wearing  buttons  wrong  and  wears  hooks  and 
eyes  instead. 

Against  this  policy  of  Protestantism  we  have 
taken  our  stand.  We  have  built  an  inclusive  Church. 
We  represent  today  the  major  communions  of 
Christendom.  If  they  had  let  us  go  on,  we  would 
have  been  more  inclusive  yet.  Why  not?  Here 
in  New  York  you  will  find  around  a  single  block 
under  many  roofs  diverse  denominations  worship¬ 
ping  the  same  God.  They  have  the  same  Lord. 
They  share  a  common  purpose.  Why  cannot  they 
do  under  one  roof  what  they  do  under  many? 

Why  should  things  like  baptism  divide?  If  I 
had  my  way  baptism  would  be  altogether  an  indi¬ 
vidual  affair.  Any  one  who  wanted  to  be  im¬ 
mersed  I  would  gladly  immerse.  Any  one  who 
wanted  to  be  sprinkled  I  would  gladly  sprinkle. 
If  anybody  was  a  Quaker  and  had  conscientious 
scruples  against  any  ritual,  I  would  gladly  with¬ 
out  baptism  welcome  him  on  confession  of  his 
faith.  Why  not? 
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A  Service  for  All 

I  have  a  Puritan  tradition.  I  like  congregational 
worship  and  preaching.  But  I  dream  of  a  Church 
where  those  who  are  liturgically  minded  may  have 
a  service  where  they  may  have  all  the  symbolism 
they  crave,  where  those  that  are  congregationaliy 
minded  may  hear  the  preaching  of  God’s  Word, 
and  where  the  Quakers,  who  like  a  reposeful  silence 
where  the  whisper  of  the  Divine  is  heard  in  still¬ 
ness,  may  have  their  form  of  worship  too.  Why 
not? 

We  have  stood  here  for  an  inclusive  Church, 

And  this  other  thing  that  v/e  have  stood  for.  the 
right  of  people  to  think  the  abiding  verities  of 
Christianity  through  in  modem  terms.  We  have 
looked  with  sympathy  and  solicitude  upon  this 
younger  generation.  They  are  going  out  into  a 
new  day  with  new  ways  of  thinking.  There  is  no 
use  in  trying  to  turn  back  the  clock.  Ideas  like 
scientific  law  and  evolution  are  here  to  stay.  Dis¬ 
cipline  of  modem  study,  like  archaeology,  history, 
comparative  religion,  literary  criticism,  are  here 
to  stay.  You  would  not  send  your  children  to 
school  where  those  are  not  known  and  familiarly 
taken  for  granted,  and  the  day  is  past  when  you 
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can  ask  thoughtful  men  to  hold  religion  in  one 
compartment  of  their  minds  and  their  modem 
world  view  in  another. 

We  have  tried  here  to  help  young  people  to  think 
through  their  religion  in  terms  that  will  not  do 
violence  to  their  knowledge.  We  have  lifted  up 
here  the  command  of  Jesus  as  though  it  were  a 
sacred  thing:  “Thou  shalt  love  the  Lord  thy  God 
with  all  thy  mind.**  And  rich  has  been  our  reward 
in  scores  of  youths  who  have  come  back  from  won¬ 
dering  uncertainty  to  say  what  one  wrote  to  us  this 
last  week:  “You  brought  me  back  to  Christ.” 

“Christianity  Not  a  Turnstile” 

Moreover,  we  have  stood  here  for  the  social  ap¬ 
plications  of  the  principles  of  Jesus.  Christianity 
has  not  been  to  us  a  narrowly  individual  affair,  a 
turnstile  through  which  one  by  one  we  escaped  from 
a  naughty  world  into  a  heavenly  security.  We 
believe  in  service.  We  have  tried  to  practice  it. 
We  have  believed  that  the  principles  of  Jesus 
ought  to  be  applied  to  the  social  order.  And  since 
the  tragedy  of  the  great  war,  that  conviction  ever 
more  deeply  has  been  burned  into  our  hearts. 

I  thank  you  for  the  liberty  you  have  given  me 
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in  this  realm.  I  do  not  believe  that  our  present 
economic  system,  as  it  is  run  and  ordered,  is  Chris¬ 
tian,  and  I  have  said  so.  I  do  not  believe  that  our 
international  life  is  Christian,  and  I  have  said  so. 
I  abhor  the  cruelties  of  our  modern  industrialism. 
1  hate  war  and  I  never  expect  to  bless  another.  For 
these  things  I  have  stood  in  this  pulpit  as  a  Chris¬ 
tian  minister  and  no  one  of  you  ever  tried  to  lay  a 
finger  on  my  lips. 

Here,  too,  we  have  stood  for  the  abiding  verities 
and  experiences  of  the  Gospel.  Show  me  any  one 
whose  faith  has  been  upset  in  this  church.  Folk 
at  a  distance  may  say  that  we  have  betrayed  the 
Lord,  but  those  of  you  who  have  walked  with  us 
in  this  sanctuary  know  with  what  reverence  we 
have  adored  Him,  with  what  eagerness  we  have 
sought  to  know  His  will,  with  what  earnestness  we 
have  commended  Him  to  this  young  generation. 
We  have  proclaimed  the  reality  of  the  living  God 
and  the  Saviourhood  of  Christ  and  the  available 
energies  of  the  Spirit. 

They  say  that  Brittany  fisher-folk  have  a  legend 
that  off  their  coast,  deep-buried  in  the  seas  is  the 
ideal  City  of  Atlantis,  and  from  it  on  quiet  nights, 
when  the  winds  are  still,  if  a  man’s  heart  is  right 
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he  can  hear  the  pealing  of  the  bells.  Such  is  the 
soul  of  man  with  sacred  tilings  deep  sunken,  which 
life’s  storm  makes  us  forget,  and  here,  oftentimes 
on  a  Sunday  morning,  we  have  been  quieted  in 
worship  until  we  heard  the  pealing  of  the  bells. 

Recounts  What  “We  Have  Stood  For” 

These  are  the  things  we  have  stood  for:  tolerance, 
an  inclusive  Church,  the  right  to  think  religion 
through  in  modem  terms,  the  social  applications 
of  the  principles  of  Jesus,  the  abiding  verities  and 
experiences  of  the  gospel.  And  these  are  right.  I 
am  not  sorry  we  tried  this  experiment.  It  was 
worth  trying.  We  have  lifted  a  standard  that  no 
one  will  put  down.  We  have  stated  an  issue  that 
no  man  nor  denomination  is  strong  enough  to  brush 
aside. 

The  future  belongs  to  these  things  we  have  been 
standing  for.  Some  day  the  whole  Church  will 
swing  round  to  them,  take  them  for  granted,  won- 
der  why  they  ever  seemed  new  or  strange,  and 
what  is  the  heresy  of  one  generation  will  become 
the  orthodoxy  of  the  next.  We  say  farewell  to 
each  other,  but  let  no  man  say  fareweP  to  the  things 
we  have  been  standing  fori 
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Once  more  will  you  return  to  the  Corinthian  sea¬ 
shore?  Paul,  I  think,  would  have  talked  thus  with 
his  people  about  what  they  had  been  standing  for 
in  Corinth,  but  surely  that  would  not  be  all.  I  am 
certain  that  he  would  have  thought  about  some  in 
that  company  who  were  not  yet  Christian,  some 
who,  through  all  his  ministry,  had  resisted  his  ap¬ 
peals. 

We  are  right  this  morning  to  subdue  some  of 
our  deeper  feelings,  easing  the  heart  by  lightening 
the  word,  yet,  after  all,  there  is  an  obvious  serious¬ 
ness  in  a  farewell  like  this.  I  mean  that  our  life 
falls  into  stints  like  a  journey  from  a  hilltop, 
through  a  valley,  to  a  hilltop,  so  that  ever  again 
coming  to  another  crest  one,  looking  back,  says: 
Well,  that  part  of  the  journey  is  over.  And  when 
the  stint  has  been  as  long  and  as  significant  as  these 
last  six  years  one  cannot  help  pausing  thoughtfully 
before  he  says  good-bye. 

A  Word  to  Non-Christiana 

Only  God  knows  how  many  of  us  will  ever  meet 
again.  How  can  I  stand  here  this  morning  and 
think  of  some  of  you  who  have  companied  with  us 
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for  months,  perhaps  for  years,  and  never  have 
committed  yourself  to  the  Christian  life?  Surely, 
Paul  would  have  said  a  word  to  sucn  before  he 
left. 

Indeed,  I  can  imagine  that  Paul  planned  to  leave 
Corinth  a  good  many  times  before  he  went.  He 
would  get  ready  to  leave  Corinth  and  then  he  would 
think  of  that  youth — what  a  Christian  he  would 
make.  What  a  new  crusader  of  the  cross,  if  Christ 
could  get  His  hands  on  him.  So  he  would  wait 
until  that  youth  came  in.  How  many  times  Paul 
postponed  going,  who  can  tell?  And  when  at  last 
he  had  to  go,  cannot  you  imagine  him  looking  over 
that  group  and  among  all  the  faces  there  that  he 
recognized  as  disciples  of  the  Lord,  committed  to 
the  Christian  life  and  rich  in  faith,  this  boy  who 
had  not  come  over,  this  man  who  had  resisted  his 
appeals,  this  woman  who  had  preferred  self-love 
to  a  dedicated  life?  1  think  he  thought  most  about 
them.  I  am  sure  he  spoke  a  word  of  farewell  ap¬ 
peal  to  them  for  Christ. 

I  do  not  see  how  a  minister  can  serve  in  New 
York  City  and  deal,  as  I  have  dealt  these  years 
past,  with  hundreds  of  individuals  in  the  confes¬ 
sional  without  feeling  with  ever  deepening  poign- 
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ancy  the  terrible  criticalness  of  the  decisions 
which  youth  makes  in  the  direction  of  its  life. 

Some  of  you  have  stood  on  the  Bemina  Pass 
in  Switzerland  with  the  long  stretches  of  the 
Engadine  on  the  one  side  and  the  far  look  to  Italy 
on  the  other.  You  will  remember  those  two  small 
lakes  upon  the  height.  They  are  hardly  a  nundred 
feet  apart — so  close  together  at  the  beginning,  who 
could  guess  how  far  severed  their  destinies.  For 
one  empties  into  the  Adriatic  and  the  oilier  into  the 
Black  Sea.  You  can  hardly  see  the  watershed  be¬ 
tween  them.  You  never  could  guess  the  eventual 
significance  of  so  slight  a  thing. 


An  Appeal  to  Youth 

Such  is  youth,  so  close  the  dividing  line  whose 
issues  are  the  Adriatic  or  the  Black  Sea.  Before 
I  go,  I  am  burdened  about  some  of  you.  On  which 
side  of  die  watershed  are  you? 

I  am  not  thinking  simply  of  your  happiness  and 
good  fortune  when  I  plead  so  for  your  better 
against  your  worse  part,  although  I  am  thinking  of 
that.  Two  letters  came  recently  to  me  out  of  a 
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western  trip.  One  was  from  a  youth  who  wanted 
to  snap  his  fingers  at  goodness  and  do  as  he  pleased. 
Why  not?  he  said.  The  other  was  from  a  youth 
who  had  snapped  his  fingers  at  goodness  and  done 
what  he  pleased.  “A  thousand,  thousand  times, 
he  wrote,  “I  have  paid  in  full  for  those  few 
hours.** 

I  am  thinking  of  your  personal  welfare,  but  not 
only  that.  I  am  thinking  of  this  generation.  It 
is  a  great  time  to  be  alive.  The  world  is  breaking 
up.  In  all  our  social  relationships  and  institutions 
Winter  is  past;  Spring  has  come;  the  thaw  is  on. 
We  are  going  out  into  a  new  generation,  plastic, 
pliable,  fluid.  What  takes  possession  of  it,  what 
directs  its  course,  what  spirit  informs  it,  will  de¬ 
termine  human  destiny  for  generations.  It  is  no 
time  for  a  young  man  to  waste  his  life. 

You  remember  what  Sir  Philip  Sidney,  the 
flower  of  chivalry,  wrote  to  his  nephew.  “If  you 
see  a  good  fight  anywhere,  you  had  best  get  into 
it,”  A  farewell  message  to  you  young  men  and 
women  of  this  congregation:  If  you  see  a  good 
fight  anywhere,  you  had  best  get  into  it.  And  there 
is  no  fight  that  compares  in  importance  with  the 
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contest  for  the  principles  of  Jesus  against  the 
paganism  of  the  world. 

Proud  of  Being  Called  a  Heretic 

They  called  me  a  heretic.  I  am  proud  of  it.  I 
wouldn’t  live  in  a  generation  like  this  and  be  any¬ 
thing  but  a  heretic.  But  I  carry  some  of  you  on 
my  heart  in  ways  that  heretics  are  not  popularly 
supposed  to  do.  I  want  you  to  be  Christians.  I 
want  your  lives  for  Christ.  Always  before  this 
there  has  been  a  next  Sunday  when  I  could  say 
that  again.  Now  there  isn’t  any  next  Sunday.  I 
want  you  for  Christ  now.  For  your  sakes  I  wish 
I  were  Paul.  For  your  sakes  1  wish  I  were  any¬ 
thing  like  Paul.  For  I  am  sure  that  at  that  fare¬ 
well  service  he  won  some  lives  for  his  Lord. 

Finally  and  very  briefly,  whatever  Paul  may 
have  said  about  the  things  they  had  been  standing 
for,  or  said  by  way  of  final  farewell  and  appeal  to 
those  not  yet  committed  to  the  Christian  life,  you 
may  be  sure  that  he  said  a  very  grateful  and 
affectionate  farewell  to  his  friends.  In  the  first 
letter  he  wrote  back  to  them  after  he  went  away 
he  had  not  got  through  the  second  sentence  before 
he  said,  “I  thank  my  God  always  concerning  you.” 
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Let  me  say  that  to  you  about  my  fellowship  with 
this  church.  These  have  been  stormy  times,  but 
the  storm  has  been  at  a  distance.  It  did  not  invade 
our  sanctuary.  It  did  not  disturb  our  comradeship. 
No  unpleasant  thing  that  I  can  think  of  has  hap¬ 
pened  here  in  all  these  six  years. 

A  great  Scotch  churchman  once  went  through  a 
time  of  controversy  and  bitter  attack  and  kept  his 
own  spirit  tranquil  and  serene  through  it  all.  Said 
a  friend  to  him,  “How  do  you  do  it?”  and  he  an¬ 
swered,  “I  am  very  happy  at  home.”  May  I  apply 
that  to  my  life  with  you?  These  have  been  stormy 
times,  but  not  within  this  church.  I  have  been 
very  happy  here  at  home. 

And  now,  without  enlarging  on  it,  you  know  the 
burden  on  nsy  heart  as  I  go.  I  do  not  want  to  leave 
any  personal  partisans  behind  me.  Leadership  is 
not  true  leadership  that  draws  people  to  the  leader 
only.  It  must  draw  them  past  the  leader  to  the 
cause.  I  do  not  want  to  leave  any  personal  par¬ 
tisans  behind  me.  Never  mind  about  me.  All  my 
enemies  have  done  to  me  is  to  build  a  sounding 
board  behind  me  so  that  my  message  reaches 
further  than  I  ever  dreamed  it  could.  Never  mind 
about  me.  Stand  by  the  church.  Within  the 
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church  work  for  a  better  day,  and  may  the  God 
of  all  grace  keep  you  every  one  in  His  sustaining 
hands. 

0  spirit  of  the  living  God,  baptize  this  people. 
Thou  knottiest  the  possibilities  of  Christian  service 
in  this  people.  Be  to  them  a  God .  Keep  them  from 
danger.  Nourish  them  in  the  deep  secrets  of  the 
heart.  And  long  may  this  church  be  like  a  city  set 
upon,  a  hill  that  cannot  be  hid.  We  ask  it  for  Thy 
name’s  sake.  Amen. 


DR.  BROWN,  RtC’D 

MAR  '7  1linK 
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Matt.  v.  13:  Ye  are  the  salt  of  the  earth:  but  if  the 
salt  have  lost  his  savour,  wherewith  shall  it  be 
salted?  it  is  thenceforth  good  for  nothing,  but  to 
be  cast  out,  and  to  be  trodden  under  foot  of  men. 

In  these  words  our  Lord  established  at  the  very 
beginning  the  distinctness  and  separateness  of  the 
Church.  If  the  sharp  distinction  is  ever  broken 
down  between  the  Church  and  the  world,  then 
the  power  of  the  Church  is  gone.  The  Church 
then  becomes  like  salt  that  has  lost  its  savor,  and 
is  fit  only  to  be  cast  out  and  to  be  trodden  under 
foot  of  men. 

It  is  a  great  principle,  and  there  never  has 
been  a  time  in  all  the  centuries  of  Christian 
history  when  it  has  not  had  to  be  taken  to  heart. 
The  really  serious  attack  upon  Christianity  has 
not  been  the  attack  carried  on  by  fire  and  sword, 
by  the  threat  of  bonds  or  death,  but  it  has  been 
the  more  subtle  attack  that  has  been  masked  by 
friendly  words;  it  has  been  not  the  attack  from 
without  but  the  attack  from  within.  The  enemy 
has  done  his  deadliest  work  when  he  has  come 
with  words  of  love  and  compromise  and  peace. 
And  how  persistent  the  attack  has  been!  Never 
in  the  centuries  of  the  Church’s  life  has  it  been 
altogether  relaxed ;  always  there  has  been  the 
deadly  chemical  process,  by  which,  if  it  had  been 
unchecked,  the  precious  salt  would  have  been 
merged  with  the  insipidity  of  the  world,  and 
would  have  been  thenceforth  good  for  nothing 
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but  to  be  cast  out  and  to  be  trodden  under  foot 
of  men. 

The  process  began  at  the  very  beginning,  in 
the  days  when  our  Lord  still  walked  the  Galilean 
hills.  There  were  many  in  those  days  who  heard 
Him  gladly:  He  enjoyed  at  first  the  favor  of  the 
people.  But  in  that  favor  He  saw  a  deadly  peril ; 
He  would  have  nothing  of  a  half-discipleship 
that  meant  the  merging  of  the  company  of  His 
disciples  with  the  world.  How  ruthlessly  He 
checked  a  sentimental  enthusiasm  !  “Let  the  dead 
bury  their  dead,”  He  told  the  enthusiast  who 
came  eagerly  to  Him  but  was  not  willing  at 
once  to  forsake  all.  “One  thing  thou  lackest,” 
He  said  to  the  rich  young  ruler,  and  the  young 
man  went  sorrowful  away.  Truly  Jesus  did  not 
make  it  easy  to  be  a  follower  of  Him.  “He  that 
is  not  with  me,”  He  said,  “is  against  me.”  “If 
any  man  come  to  me,  and  hate  not  his  father, 
and  mother,  and  wife  and  children  .  .  he 

cannot  be  my  disciple.”  How  serious  a  thing  it 
was  in  those  days  to  stand  for  Christ! 

And  it  was  a  serious  thing  not  only  in  the 
sphere  of  conduct  but  also  in  the  sphere  of 
thought.  There  could  be  no  greater  mistake 
than  to  suppose  that  a  man  in  those  days  could 
think  as  he  liked  and  still  be  a  follower  of  Jesus. 
On  the  contrary  the  offence  lay  just  as  much 
in  the  sphere  of  doctrine  as  in  the  sphere  of  life. 
There  were  “hard  sayings,”  then  as  now,  to  be 
accepted  by  the  disciples  of  Jesus,  as  well  as  hard 
commands.  “I  am  the  bread  which  came  down 
from  heaven,”  said  Jesus.  It  was  indeed  a  hard 
saying.  No  wonder  the  Jews  murmured  at  Him. 
“Is  not  this  Jesus,”  they  said,  “the  son  of  Joseph, 
whose  father  and  mother  we  know?  how  is  it 
then  that  he  saith,  I  came  down  from  heaven.” 
“How  can  this  man  give  us  his  flesh  to  eat?” 
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Jesus  did  not  make  the  thing  easy  for  these  mur- 
murers.  ‘‘Then  Jesus  said  unto  them,  Verily, 
verily,  I  say  unto  you.  Except  ye  eat  the  flesh 
of  the  Son  of  man,  and  drink  his  blood,  ye  have 
no  life  in  you.”  At  that  many  even  of  His  dis¬ 
ciples  were  offended.  “This  is  a  hard  saying,” 
they  said;  “who  can  hear  it?”  And  so  they  left 
Him.  “From  that  time  many  of  his  disciples 
went  back  and  walked  no  more  with  him.”  Many 
of  them  went  back — but  not  all.  “Then  said 
Jesus  unto  the  twelve,  Will  ye  also  go  away? 
Then  Simon  Peter  answered  him,  Lord,  to  whom 
shall  we  go?  thou  hast  the  words  of  eternal  life.” 
Thus  was  the  precious  salt  preserved. 

Then  came  the  gathering  clouds,  and  finally 
the  Cross.  In  the  hour  of  His  agony  they  all 
left  Him  and  fled ;  apparently  the  movement  that 
He  had  initiated  was  hopelessly  dead.  But  such 
was  not  the  will  of  God.  The  disciples  were 
sifted,  but  there  was  still  something  left.  Peter 
was  forgiven ;  the  disciples  saw  the  risen  Lord ; 
the  salt  was  still  preserved. 

One  hundred  and  twenty  persons  were  gath¬ 
ered  in  Jerusalem.  It  was  not  a  large  company; 
but  salt,  if  it  truly  have  its  savor,  can  permeate 
the  whole  lump.  The  Spirit  came  in  accordance 
with  our  Lord’s  promise,  and  Peter  preached  the 
first  sermon  in  the  Christian  Church.  It  was 
hardly  a  concessive  sermon.  “Him  being  deliv¬ 
ered  by  the  determinate  counsel  and  foreknowl¬ 
edge  of  God,  ye  have  taken,  and  by  wicked 
hands  have  crucified  and  slain.”  How  unkind 
Peter  was!  But  by  that  merciful  unkindness 
they  were  pricked  in  their  hearts,  and  three  thou¬ 
sand  souls  were  saved. 

So  there  stood  the  first  Christian  Church  in 
the  midst  of  a  hostile  world.  At  first  sight  it 
might  have  seemed  to  be  a  mere  Jewish  sect ; 
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the  disciples  continued  to  attend  the  temple  ser¬ 
vices  and  to  lead  the  life  of  Jews.  But  in  reality 
that  little  company  was  as  separate  as  if  it  had 
been  shut  off  by  desert  wastes  or  the  wide  reaches 
of  the  sea;  an  invisible  barrier,  to  be  crossed 
only  by  the  wonder  of  the  new  birth,  separated 
the  disciples  of  Jesus  from  the  surrounding  world. 
“Of  the  rest,”  we  are  told,  “durst  no  man  join 
himself  to  them.”  “And  fear  came  upon  every 
soul.”  So  it  will  always  be.  When  the  dis¬ 
ciples  of  Jesus  are  really  faithful  to  their  Lord, 
they  inspire  fear;  even  when  Christians  are  de¬ 
spised  and  persecuted  and  harried,  they  have 
sometimes  made  their  persecutors  secretly  afraid. 
It  is  not  so,  indeed,  when  there  is  compromise 
in  the  Christian  camp ;  it  is  not  so  when  those 
who  minister  in  the  name  of  Christ  have — as 
was  said  in  praise  some  time  ago  in  my  hearing 
of  a  group  of  ministers  in  our  day — it  is  not  so 
when  those  who  minister  in  the  name  of  Christ 
“have  their  ears  to  the  ground.”  But  it  will  be 
«o  whenever  Christians  have  their  ears,  not  to 
the  ground,  but  open  only  to  the  voice  of  God, 
and  when  they  say  simply,  in  the  face  of  opposi¬ 
tion  or  flattery,  as  Peter  said,  “We  must  obey 
God  rather  than  men.” 

But  after  those  persecutions,  there  came  in  the 
early  Church  a  time  of  peace — deadly,  menacing, 
deceptive  peace,  a  peace  more  dangerous  by  far 
than  the  bitterest  war.  Many  of  the  sect  of  the 
Pharisees  came  into  the  Church — false  brethren 
privily  brought  in.  They  were  not  true  Chris¬ 
tians,  because  they  trusted  in  their  own  works 
for  salvation,  and  no  man  can  be  a  Christian 
who  does  that.  They  were  not  even  true  adher¬ 
ents  of  the  Old  Covenant ;  for  the  Old  Covenant, 
despite  the  Law,  was  a  preparation  for  the 
Saviour’s  coming,  and  the  Law  was  a  sehool- 
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master  unto  Christ.  Yet  they  were  Christians 
in  name,  and  they  tried  to  dominate  the  coun¬ 
cils  of  the  Church.  It  was  a  serious  menace;: 
for  a  moment  it  looked  as  though  even  Peter, 
true  apostle  though  he  was  at  heart,  were  being 
deceived.  His  principles  were  right,  but  by  his 
actions  his  principles,  at  Antioch,  for  one  fatal 
moment,  were  belied.  But  it  was  not  God’s  will 
that  the  Church  should  perish ;  and  the  man  of 
the  hour  was  there.  There  was  one  man  who 
would  not  consider  consequences  where  a  great 
principle  was  at  stake,  who  put  all  personal  con¬ 
siderations  resolutely  aside,  and  refused  to  become 
unfaithful  to  Christ  through  any  fear  of  “split¬ 
ting  the  Church.”  “When  I  saw  that  they 
walked  not  uprightly,”  said  Paul,  “according  to 
the  truth  of  the  gospel,  I  said  unto  Peter  before 
them  all  .  .  . Thus  was  the  precious  salt 

preserved. 

But  from  another  side  also  the  Church  was 
menaced  by  the  blandishments  of  the  world ;  it 
was  menaced  not  only  by  a  false  Judaism,  which 
really  meant  opposition  of  man’s  self-righteous¬ 
ness  to  the  mysterious  grace  of  God,  but  also  by 
the  all-embracing  paganism  of  that  day.  When 
the  Pauline  churches  were  planted  in  the  cities 
of  the  Graeco-Roman  world,  the  battle  was  not 
ended  but  only  begun.  Would  the  little  spark 
of  new  life  be  kept  alive?  Certainly  it  might 
have  seemed  to  be  unlikely  in  the  extreme.  The 
converts  were  for  the  most  part  not  men  of  inde¬ 
pendent  position,  but  slaves  and  humble  trades¬ 
men  ;  they  were  bound  by  a  thousand  ties  to  the 
paganism  of  their  day.  How  could  they  possibly 
avoid  being  drawn  away  by  the  current  of  the 
time?  The  danger  certainly  was  great;  and 
when  Paul  left  an  infant  church  like  that  at 
Thessalonica  his  heart  was  full  of  dread. 
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But  God  was  faithful  to  His  promise,  and  the 
first  word  that  came  from  that  infant  church 
was  good.  The  wonder  had  actually  been  accom¬ 
plished  ;  the  converts  were  standing  firm ;  they 
were  in  the  world  but  not  of  the  world;  their 
distinctness  was  kept.  In  the  midst  of  pagan 
impurity  they  were  living  true  Christian  lives. 
But  why  were  they  living  true  Christian  lives? 
That  is  the  really  important  question.  And  the 
answer  is  plain.  They  were  living  Christian  lives 
because  they  were  devoted  to  Christian  truth. 
“Ye  turned  to  God,”  says  Paul,  “from  idols  to 
serve  the  living  and  true  God ;  and  to  wait  for 
his  Son  from  heaven,  whom  he  raised  from  the 
dead,  even  Jesus,  which  delivered  us  from  the 
wrath  to  come.”  That  was  the  secret  of  their 
Christian  lives;  their  Christian  lives  were  founded 
upon  Christian  doctrine — upon  theism  (“the  liv¬ 
ing  and  true  God”),  upon  Christology  (  his 
Son  .  .  .  whom  he  raised  from  the  dead”), 

and  upon  soteriology  (“which  delivered  us  from 
the  wrath  to  come”).  They  kept  the  message 
intact,  and  hence  they  lived  the  life.  So  it  will 
always  be.  Lives  apparently  and  superficially 
Christian  can  perhaps  sometimes  be  lived  by  force 
of  habit,  without  being  based  upon  Christian 
truth ;  but  that  will  never  do  when  Christian 
living,  as  in  pagan  Thessolonica,  goes  against 
the  grain.  But  in  the  case  of  the  Thessalonian 
converts  the  message  was  kept  intact,  and  with  it 
the  Christian  life.  Thus  again  was  the  precious 
salt  preserved. 

The  same  conflict  is  observed  in  more  detail 
in  the  case  of  Corinth.  What  a  city  Corinth 
was  to  be  sure,  and  how  unlikely  a  place  for  a 
Christian  church !  The  address  of  Paul’s  First 
Epistle  is,  as  Bengel  says,  a  mighty  paradox.  “To 
the  Church  of  God  which  is  at  Corinth”— that 


was  a  paradox  indeed.  And  in  the  First  Epistle 
to  the  Corinthians  we  have  attested  in  all  its  full¬ 
ness  the  attempt  of  paganism,  not  to  combat  the 
Church  by  a  frontal  attack,  but  to  conquer  it 
by  the  far  deadlier  method  of  merging  it  gradu¬ 
ally  and  peacefully  with  the  life  of  the  world. 
Those  Corinthian  Christians  were  connected  by 
many  ties  with  the  pagan  life  of  their  great  city. 
What  should  they  do  about  clubs  and  societies; 
what  should  they  do  about  invitations  to  dinners 
where  meat  that  had  been  offered  to  idols  was  set 
before  the  guests?  What  should  they  do  about 
marriage  and  the  like?  These  were  practical 
questions,  but  they  involved  the  great  principle 
of  the  distinctness  and  exclusiveness  of  the 
Church.  Certainly  the  danger  was  very  great; 
the  converts  were  in  great  danger,  from  the 
human  point  of  view,  of  sinking  back  into  the 
corrupt  life  of  the  world. 

But  the  conflict  was  not  merely  in  the  sphere 
of  conduct.  More  fundamentally  it  was  in  the 
sphere  of  thought.  Paganism  in  Corinth  was  far 
too  astute  to  think  that  Christian  life  could  be 
attacked  when  Christian  doctrine  remained.  And 
so  pagan  practice  was  promoted  by  an  appeal  to 
pagan  theory;  the  enemy  engaged  in  an  attempt 
to  sublimate  or  explain  away  the  fundamental 
things  of  the  Christian  faith.  Somewhat  after 
the  manner  of  the  Auburn  "Affirmationists”  in  Ax 
our  day,  paganism  in  the  Corinthian  Church 
sought  to  substitute  the  Greek  notion  of  the  im¬ 
mortality  of  the  soul  for  the  Christian  doctrine 
of  the  resurrection.  But  God  had  His  witness ; 
the  apostle  Paul  was  not  deceived ;  and  in  a 
great  passage — the  most  important  words,  his¬ 
torically,  perhaps,  that  have  ever  been  penned — 
he  reviewed  the  sheer  factual  basis  of  the  Chris¬ 
tian  faith.  “How  that  Christ  died  for  our  sins 
9 


according  to  the  scriptures;  and  that  he  was 
buried,  and  that  he  rose  again  the  third  day- 
according  to  the  scriptures.”  There  is  the  foun¬ 
dation  of  the  Christian  edifice.  Paganism  was 
gnawing  away — not  yet  directly,  but  by  ultimate 
implication — at  that  foundation  in  Corinth,  as 
it  has  been  doing  so  in  one  way  or  another  ever 
since,  and  particularly  in  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  the  United  States  of  America  just  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  But  Paul  was  there,  and  many  of  the 
five  hundred  witnesses  were  still  alive.  The 
gospel  message  was  kept  distinct,  in  the  Pauline 
churches,  from  the  wisdom  of  the  world ;  the 
precious  salt  was  still  preserved. 

Then,  in  the  second  century,  there  came  an¬ 
other  deadly  conflict.  It  was  again  a  conflict 
not  with  an  enemy  without,  but  with  an  enemy 
within.  The  Gnostics  used  the  name  of  Christ; 
they  tried  to  dominate  the  Church ;  they  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  Epistles  of  Paul.  But  despite  their 
use  of  Christian  language  they  were  pagan 
through  and  through.  Modern  scholarship,  on 
this  point,  has  tended  to  confirm  the  judgment  of 
the  great  orthodox  writers  of  that  day  ;  Gnosti¬ 
cism  was  at  bottom  no  mere  variety  of  Christian^ 
belief,  no  more  heresy,  but  paganism  masquerad¬ 
ing  in  Christian  dress.  Many  were  deceived ;  the 
danger  was  very  great.  But  it  was  not  God’s 
will  that  the  Church  should  perish.  Irenaeus 
was  there,  and  Tertullian  with  his  vehement  de¬ 
fence.  The  Church  was  saved — not  by  those 
who  cried  “Peace,  peace,  when  there  is  no  peace,” 
but  by  zealous  contenders  for  the  faith.  Again, 
out  of  a  great  danger,  the  precious  salt  was  pre¬ 
served. 

Time  would  fail  us  to  speak  of  Athanasius 
and  of  Augustine  and  the  rest,  but  they  too  were 
God’s  instruments  in  the  preservation  of  the 
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precious  salt.  Certainly  the  attack  in  those  days 
was  subtle  enough  almost  to  deceive  the  very 
elect.  Grant  the  Semi-Arians  their  one  letter 
in  homoiousios,  the  smallest  letter  of  the  Greek 
alphabet,  and  Christ  would  have  been  degraded 
to  the  level  of  a  creature,  mythology  would  have 
been  substituted  for  the  living  God,  and  the  vic¬ 
tory  of  paganism  would  have  been  complete.  From 
the  human  point  of  view  the  life  of  the  Church 
was  hanging  by  a  hair.  But  God  was  watching 
over  His  own ;  Athanasius  stood  against  the 
world ;  and  the  precious  salt  was  preserved. 

Then  came  the  Middle  Ages.  How  long,  and 
how  dark,  in  some  respects,  was  the  time !  It 
is  hard  to  realize  that  eleven  centuries  elapsed 
between  Augustine  and  Luther,  yet  such  was  the 
case.  Never  in  the  interval,  indeed,  was  God 
altogether  without  His  witnesses;  the  light  still 
shone  from  the  sacred  page ;  but  how  dim,  in  that 
atmosphere,  the  light  seemed  to  be !  The  gospel 
might  have  seemed  to  be  buried  forever.  Yet  in 
God’s  good  time  it  came  forth  again  with  new 
power — the  same  gospel  that  Augustine  and  Paul 
had  proclaimed.  What  stronger  proof  could 
there  be  that  that  gospel  had  come  from  God? 
Where  in  the  history  of  religion  is  there  any 
parallel  for  such  a  revival,  after  such  an  interval, 
and  with  such  a  purity  of  faithfulness  to  what 
had  formerly  been  believed?  A  gospel  that  sur¬ 
vived  the  Middle  Ages  will  probably,  it  may 
well  be  hoped,  never  perish  from  the  earth,  but 
will  be  the  word  of  life  unto  the  end  of  the 
world. 

Yet  in  those  early  years  of  the  sixteenth  cen¬ 
tury  how  dark  was  the  time !  When  Luther 
made  his  visit  to  Rome,  what  did  he  find — what 
did  he  find  there  in  the  centre  of  the  Christian 
world?  He  found  paganism  blatant  and  trium- 
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phant  and  unashamed ;  he  found  the  glories  of 
ancient  Greece  come  to  life  in  the  Italian  renais¬ 
sance,  but  with  those  glories  the  self-sufficiency 
and  the  rebellion  against  the  God  and  the  moral 
degradation  of  the  natural  man.  Apparently  pa¬ 
ganism  had  at  last  won  its  age-long  battle ;  appar¬ 
ently  it  had  made  a  clean  sweep  over  the  people 
of  God,  apparently  the  Church  had  at  last  be¬ 
come  quite  indistinguishable  from  the  world. 

But  in  the  midst  of  the  general  wreck  one 
thing  at  least  was  preserved.  Many  things  were 
lost,  but  one  thing  was  still  left — the  medieval 
Church  had  never  lost  the  Word  of  God.  The 
Bible  had  indeed  become  a  book  with  seven  seals ; 
it  had  been  buried  under  a  mass  of  misinterpre¬ 
tation  never  equalled  perhaps  until  the  absurdities 
indulged  in  by  the  Modernism  of  the  present 
day — a  mass  of  misinterpretation  which  seemed 
to  hide  it  from  the  eyes  of  men.  But  at  last  an 
Augustinian  monk  penetrated  beneath  the  mass 
of  error,  read  the  Scriptures  with  his  own  eyes; 
and  the  Reformation  was  born.  Thus  again  was 
the  precious  salt  preserved. 

Then  came  Calvin  and  the  great  consistent 
system  which  he  founded  upon  the  Word  of  God. 
How  glorious  were  even  the  by-products  of  that 
system  of  revealed  truth ;  a  great  stream  of  liberty 
spread  from  Geneva  throughout  Europe  and  to 
America  across  the  sea.  But  if  the  by-products 
were  glorious,  more  glorious  by  far  was  the  truth 
itself,,  and  the  life  that  it  caused  men  to  live. 
How  sweet  and  beautiful  a  thing  was  the  life 
of  the  Protestant  Christian  home,  where  the  Bible 
was  the  sole  guide  and  stay!  Have  we  really 
devised  a  substitute  for  that  life  in  these  latter 
days?  I  think  not,  my  friends.  There  was  lib¬ 
erty  there,  and  love,  and  peace  with  God. 

But  the  Church  after  the  Reformation  was 
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not  to  have  any  permanent  rest,  as  indeed  it  is 
probably  not  to  have  rest  at  any  time  in  this 
evil  world.  Still  the  conflict  of  the  ages  went 
on,  and  paganism  prepared  for  an  assault  greater 
and  more  insidious  perhaps  than  any  that  had 
gone  before.  At  first  there  was  a  frontal  attack — 
Voltaire  and  Rousseau  and  the  Goddess  Reason 
and  the  terrors  of  the  French  Revolution  and  all 
that.  As  will  always  be  the  case,  such  an  attack 
was  found  to  fail.  But  the  enemy  has  now 
changed  his  method,  and  the  attack  is  coming, 
not  from  without,  but,  in  far  more  dangerous 
fashion,  from  within.  During  the  past  one  hun¬ 
dred  years  the  Protestant  Churches  of  the  world 
have  gradually  been  becoming  permeated  by  pa¬ 
ganism  in  its  most  insidious  form. 

Sometimes  paganism  is  blatant,  as,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  in  a  recent  sermon  in  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  New  York,  the  burden  of  which  was, 

“I  Believe  in  Man.”  That  was  the  very  quint¬ 
essence  of  the  pagan  spirit — confidence  in  human 
resources  substituted  for  the  Christian  conscious¬ 
ness  of  sin.  But  what  was  there  blatant  is  found 
in  subtler  forms  in  many  places  throughout  the 
Church.  The  Bible,  with  a  complete  abandon-  / 
ment  of  all  scientific  historical  method,  and  of 
all  common  sense,  is  made  to  say  the  exact  oppo¬ 
site  of  what  it  means ;  no  Gnostic,  no  medieval 
monk  with  his  fourfold  sense  of  Scripture,  ever 
produced  more  absurd  Biblical  interpretation  than 
can  be  heard  every  Sunday  in  the  pulpits  of  New 
York.  Even  prayer  in  many  quarters  is  mTdfa 
Thinly  disguised  means  of  propaganda  against  the 
truth  of  the  gospel ;  men  pray  that  there  may  be  j 
peace,  where  peace  means  victory  for  the  enemies 
of  Christ.  Thus  gradually  the  Church  is  being 
permeated  by  the  spirit  of  the  world  ;  it  is  becom¬ 
ing  what  the  Auburn  Affirmationists  call  an  j 
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“inclusive”  Church ;  it  is  becoming  salt  that  has 
lost  its  savor  and  is  henceforth  good  for  nothing 
but  to  be  cast  out  and  to  be  trodden  under  foot 
of  men. 

At  such  a  time,  what  should  be  done  by  those 
who  love  Christ?  I  think,  my  friends,  that  they 
should  at  least  face  the  facts;  I  do  not  believe 
that  they  should  bury  their  heads  like  ostriches 
in  the  sand ;  I  do  not  think  that  they  should 
soothe  themselves  with  the  minutes  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  or  the  reports  of  the  Boards  or 
the  imposing  rows  of  figures  which  the  Church 
papers  contain.  Last  week  it  was  reported  that 
the  churches  of  America  increased  their  member¬ 
ship  by  690,000.  Are  you  encouraged  by  these 
figures?  I  for  my  part  am  not  encouraged  a  bit. 
I  have  indeed  my  own  grounds  for  encourage¬ 
ment,  especially  those  which  are  found  in  the 
great  and  precious  promises  of  God.  But  these 
figures  have  no  place  among  them.  How  many 
of  these  690,000  names  do  you  think  are  really 
written  in  the  Lamb’s  book  of  life?  A  small 
proportion,  I  fear.  Church  membership  today 
often  means  nothing  more,  as  has  well  been  said, 
than  a  vague  admiration  for  the  moral  character 
of  Jesus;  the  Church  in  countless  communities  is 
little  more  than  a  Rotary  Club.  One  day,  as  I 
was  walking  through  a  neighboring  city,  T  saw, 
not  an  altar  with  an  inscription  to  an  unknown 
god,  but  something  that  filled  me  with  far  more 
sorrow  than  that  could  have  done.  I  saw  a  church 
with  a  large  sign  on  it,  which  read  somewhat 
like  this:  “Not  a  member?  Come  in  and  help 
us  make  this  a  better  community.”  Truly  we 
have  wandered  far  from  the  day  when  entrance 
into  the  Church  involved  confession  of  faith  in 
Christ  as  the  Saviour  from  sin. 

The  truth  is  that  in  these  days  the  ecclesiastical 
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currency  has  been  sadly  debased.  Church  mem¬ 
bership,  church  office,  the  ministry,  no  longer 
mean  what  they  ought  to  mean.  But  what  shall 
we  do?  I  think,  my  friends,  that,  cost  what  it 
may,  we  ought  at  least  to  face  the  facts.  It  will 
be  hard ;  it  will  seem  impious  to  timid  souls ; 
many  will  be  hurt.  But  in  God’s  name  let  us 
get  rid  of  shams  and  have  reality  at  least.  Let 
us  stop  soothing  ourselves  with  columns  of  sta¬ 
tistics,  and  face  the  spiritual  facts;  let  us  recall 
this  paper  currency  and  get  back  to  a  standard 
of  gold. 

When  we  do  that,  and  when  we  come  to  God 
in  prayer,  with  the  real  facts  spread  before  Him, 
as  Hezekiah  spread  before  Him  the  letter  of 
the  enemy,  there  will  be  some  things  to  cheer  our 
hearts.  God  has  not  left  Himself  altogether 
^without  his  witnesses.  Humble  they  may  often 
be,  and  despised  by  the  wisdom  of  the  world ; 
but  they  are  not  perhaps  altogether  without  the 
favor  of  God.  In  China,  in  Great  Britain,  and 
in  America  there  have  been  some  who  have  raised 
their  voices  bravely  for  their  Saviour  and  Lord. 

True,  the  forces  of  unbelief  have  not  yet  been 
checked,  and  none  can  say  whether  our  own 
American  Presbyterian  Church,  which  we  love 
so  dearly,  will  be  preserved.  It  may  be  that 
paganism  will  finally  control,  and  that  Christian 
men  and  women  may  have  to  withdraw  from  a 
church  that  has  lost  its  distinctness  from  the 
world.  Once  in  the  course  of  history,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  sixteenth  century,  that  method 
of  withdrawal  was  God’s  method  of  preserving 
the  precious  salt.  But  it  may  be  also  that  our 
Church  in  its  corporate  capacity,  in  its  historic 
grandeur,  may  yet.  stand  for  Christ.  God  grant 
that  it  may  be  so!  The  future  at  any  rate  is  in 
God’s  hand,  and  in  some  way  or  other — let  us 
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learn  that  much  from  history — the  salt  will  be 
preserved. 

What  are  you  going  to  do,  my  brothers,  in 
this  great  time  of  crisis?  What  a  time  it  is  to 
be  sure!  What  a  time  of  glorious  opportunity! 
Will  you  stand  with  the  world,  will  you.  shrink 
from  controversy,  will  you  witness  for  Christ  only 
where  witnessing  costs  nothing,  will  you  pass 
through  these  stirring  days  without  coming  to 
any  real  decision?  Or  will  you  learn  the  les¬ 
son  of  Christian  history;  will  you  penetrate,  by 
your  study  and  your  meditation,  beneath  the  sur¬ 
face;  will  you  recognize  in  that  which  prides 
itself  on  being  modern  an  enemy  that  is  as  old  as 
the  hills;  will  you  hope,  and  pray,  not  for  a 
mere  continuance  of  what  now  is,  but  for  a 
rediscovery  of  the  gospel  that  can  make  all  things 
new;  will  you  have  recourse  to  the  charter  of 
Christian  liberty  in  the  Word  of  God?  God 
grant  that  some  of  you  may  do  that !  God  grant 
that  some  of  you,  even  though  you  be  not  now 
decided,  may  come  to  say,  as  you  go  forth  into 
the  world:  “It  is  hard  in  these  days  to  be  a 
Christian  ;  the  adversaries  are  strong ;  I  am  weak  ; 
but  thy  Word  is  true  and  thy  Spirit  will  be  with 
me ;  here  am  I,  Lord,  send  me.” 
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An  Inclusive  Christian  Church 


IT  is  obvious  that  the  desire  for  “an  inclusive  Cnristian 
church”  is  central  to  the  plea  for  “Peace  and  Liberty 
recently  issued  by  the  Affirmationists.  It  is  only  m  such 
a  church  that  what  they  term  “unbrotherly  judgments” 
can  be  honestly  and  intelligently  spoken  of  as  such,  01  in 
which  the  sort  of  liberty  for  which  they  plead  is  possible 
or  in  which  unity  of  organization  is  regarded  as  more 
desirable  than  purity  of  doctrine.  It  is  scarcely  too  much 
to  say  that  everything  else  in  this  plea  is  incidental  to  its 
appeal  for  an  “inclusive  Christian  church.” 

WE  are  not  to  suppose  that  when  we  are  urged  to 
"cherish  the  ideal  of  an  inclusive  Christian  church,” 
nothing  more  is  meant  than  that  we  should  have  a  church 
whose  conditions  of  membership  exclude  no  true  Chris¬ 
tian.  The  Presbyterian  Church,  we  believe,  is  already 
such  a  church.  We  have  no  conditions  of  membership 
that  are  not  required  for  entrance  into  the  kingdom  of 
God  itself.  Our  Standards  recognize  that  simple  faith 
in  Christ  makes  us  children  of  God,  and  that  all  who  make 
a  credible  confession  of  faith  in  him  as  Lord  and  Savioui 
are  entitled  to  membership  in  his  church.  If  we  fix  our 
attention  exclusively  on  the  conditions  of  membership, 
it  may  be  truly  said  that  the  ideal  of  an  “inclusive  Chris¬ 
tian  church”  is  one  that  the  Presbyterian  Church  already 
cherishes,  and  one  that  it  has  realized  to  the  extent  of  its 
ability. 

When  this  appeal  was  penned,  the  thought  was  not 
of  the  qualifications  for  church  membership.  What  was 
in  mind  was  rather  the  qualifications  for  the  teaching  min¬ 
istry  of  the  Presbyterian  Church.  It  is  an  appeal  in  be¬ 
half  of  the  notion  that  “liberals”  or  "modernists”  should 
be  equally  welcome  in  its  teaching  ministry  as  “conserva¬ 
tives”  or  “fundamentalists,”  or  better,  evangelicals.  This 
is  a  quite  different  matter,  and  one  that  finds  no  support 
in  the  Standards  and  practice  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 
The  Presbyterian  Church  is  a  constitutional  and  creedal 
church  that  requires  all  its  ministers,  without  exception, 
not  only  to  confess  that  the  Bible  is  the  Word  of  God,  but 
to  obligate  themselves  to  teach  and  defend  the  system  of 
doctrine  taught  in  its  Confession  of  Faith.  As  far  as  its 
teaching  ministry  is  concerned,  therefore,  the  Presbyte¬ 
rian  Church  is  distinctly  not  an  inclusive  Christian 
church;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  distinctly  an  exclusive 
Christian  church.  The  Presbyterian  Church  does  not 
deny  to  any  man  the  right  to  teach  the  truth  as  he  sees  it, 
but  unless  in  the  exercise  of  his  intellectual  liberty  he 
arrives  not  only  at  the  conviction  that  the  Bible  is  the 
Word  of  God,  but  that  the  system  of  doctrine  taught  in 
its  Confession  of  Faith  is  the  same  as  that  taught  in  the 
Bible,  it  denies  him  the  right  to  do  this  as  a  minister  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church. 

The  primary'  objection  to  such  “an  inclusive  Chris¬ 


tian  church"  is  that  it  is  rooted  in  indifference  to  truth. 

In  the  nature  of  the  case,  the  corporate  confession  of  an 
organization  is  weak  and  wavering  where  what  one  min¬ 
ister  proclaims  as  saving  truth,  another  characterizes  as 
non-essential  or  even  denounces  as  deadly  en  or.  In  the 
nature  of  the  case,  moreover,  no  advocate  of  “an  inclu¬ 
sive  Christian  church”  can  attach  much  significance  to 
sound  teaching ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  find  that 
most  of  the  advocates  of  such  a  church  expressly  main¬ 
tain  that  doctrines  are  the  product  of  the  Christian  life, 
and  as  such  have  only  a  secondary  importance.  But 
whether  this  indifference  to  truth  be  rooted  in  a  specific 
theory  or  not,  it  is  one  of  the  most  widespread  character¬ 
istics  of  the  present  age,  and  closely  related  to  that  de¬ 
mand  for  an  “inclusive  church”  so  frequently  heard.  If 
the  authors  of  this  appeal,  when  they  urge  us  to  cherish 
the  ideal  of  an  inclusive  Christian  church,  merely  meant 
to  remind  us  of  what  the  church  ought  to  be,  we  would 
have  little  fault  to  find  with  them.  We  suppose  that 
every  intelligent  Christian  cherishes  the  ideal  of  an  in¬ 
clusive  Christian  church  in  the  sense  of  a  church  that 
includes  all  Christians  and  in  which  nothing  but  Christian 
truth  is  taught.  It  is  clear,  however,  that  these  not  only 
cherish  such  an  ideal,  but  that  they  would  act  on  the  prin¬ 
ciple  that  such  a  church  is  already  in  existence,  or  at 
least  that  the  church  should  be  made  such  at  once.  For 
the  present  at  least,  an  inclusive  church  can  be  had  only 
at  the  cost  of  compromise  with  error. 

This  would  be  the  case  even  if  all  those  calling 
themselves  Christian  teachers  were  really  such  — so 
marked  are  the  differences  existing  among  Christian 
teachers  as  to  what  is  true.  It  is  idle  to  maintain  that  all 
Christian  creeds  are  equally  true  unless  we  are  also  pre¬ 
pared  to  maintain  that  they  are  all  equally  false.  If  then 
it  be  evident  that  we  cannot  yet  have  an  “inclusive 
church”  without  indifference  to  truth,  even  if  such  a 
church  contained  only  Christian  teachers,  what  indiffer¬ 
ence  to  truth  would  be  involved  in  an  “inclusive  church” 
that  contained  non-Christian  teachers  as  well ! 

WE  would  like  to  believe  that  the  church  of  to-day, 
especially  that  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  to-day,  con¬ 
tains  only  Christian  teachers ;  and  hence  that  there  is  no 
warrant  for  the  representation  that  “liberals”  or  “modern¬ 
ists”  and  “conservatives"  or  “fundamentalists”  are  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  different  religions.  It  seems  impossible, 
however,  to  so  believe.  Kven  The  Continent  tells  us  in 
its  issue  of  March  5  that  the  difference  between  liberals 
and  conservatives  is  similar  to  the  difference  between 
Paul  and  the  Judaizers.  If  that  is  so,  they  certainly 
constitute  two  religions,  unless  Paul  was  altogether  mis¬ 
taken  in  the  judgment  he  passed  on  the  Judaizers.  What 
is  worse,  The  Presbyterian  Advance  of  the  same  date 
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affirms  that  Dr.  Fosdick’s  distinction  between  the  re¬ 
ligion  of  Jesus  and  the  religion  about  Jesus  is  “strikingly 
in  line  with  the  series  of  editorials  now  appearing  in  this 
paper,”  though  nothing  is  more  certain  than  that  to 
identify  Christianity  with  the  “religion  of  Jesus”  is  as 
complete  a  rejection  of  real  Christianity  as  it  is  possible 
to  conceive.  It  is  Christ  himself  who  constitutes  Chris¬ 
tianity,  and  only  as  he  is  trusted  as  Saviour  and  wor¬ 
shipped  and  obeyed  as  Lord  is  there  any  such  thing  as 
Christianity.  Those  who  define  Christianity  as  the  “re¬ 
ligion  of  Jesus”  are  certainly  of  a  different  religion  from 
those  who  hold  to  Christianity  as  it  has  been  understood 
by  the  church  of  all  ages,  including  the  New  Testament 
church.  If  an  inclusive  church  can  be  had  only  at  the 
cost  of  indifference  to  the  views  of  those  who  define 
Christianity  as  the  religion  of  Jesus,  it  can  be  had  only 
at  the  cost  of  all  that  is  distinctive  of  Christianity.  Our 
fathers  objected  to  an  “inclusive  church5'  in  the  interest 
of  the  purity  of  the  faith;  the  time  has  come  when  we 
must  object  to  it  not  only  in  the  interest  of  the  purity 
of  the  faith,  but  in  the  interest  of  its  very  existence. 


The  “Affirmationists’  ”  Activity 
HE  Correspondence  Committee,  a  group  of  some 
thirty  Presbyterian  ministers  from  coast  to  coast, 
united  in  a  common  desire  to  maintain  the  unity,  liberty 
and  peace  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  has  appointed  a  sub-committee,  of 
which  Rev.  Dr.  James  E.  Clarke,  of  Nashville,  Tenn.,  is 
chairman,  to  issue  a  series  of  pamphlets  with  these  great 
ends  in  view.”  Dr.  Clarke  is  one  of  the  secretaries  of  our 
Presbyterian  Board  of  Education,  under  salary,  and  edi¬ 
tor  of  The  Presbyterian  Advance.  The  above  mentioned 
Correspondence  Committee  are  thirty-one  members  who 
signed  the  “Affirmation,”  recently  published.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  evident  that  these  affirmationists  are  in  no  way  timid 
about  sending  out  letters  to  the  whole  church  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  their  present  propaganda.  It  is  to  be  hoped, 
therefore,  that  all  loyal  Presbyterians  will  awake  to  the 
intense  necessity  of  defense  of  the  church  and  will 
heartily  respond  to  the  committee  of  evangelical  men  in 
New  York  City.  It  is  also  hoped  that  the  brethren  who 
thought  that  everything  desirable  to  be  obtained  was  se¬ 
cured  at  the  last  Assembly,  will  openly  and  definitely 
support  the  defense  work.  It  is  evident  that  the  rational¬ 
ists  are  busy  and  determined  to  capture  the  next  Assem¬ 
bly,  when  a  Board  secretary  gives  his  time  to  liberal 
propaganda. 

These  affirmationists,  through  their  sub-committee, 
have  broadcasted  a  sermon  by  Dr.  Henry  Sloane  Coffin, 
entitled  “Ani  I  Not  Free?”  In  this  sermon,  Dr.  Coffin 
takes  the  ground  “that  anything  sub-Christian  in  the  Bible 
is  obviously  not  binding  upon  our  consciences.55  “We 
know  what  is  God’s  Word  in  the  Bible  cby  testing  it  by 
the  Word  made  flesh  in  Jesus.”  It  is  evident  from  this 
that  Dr.  Coffin  and  this  committee  who  endorse  him  be¬ 
lieve  there  are  some  things  in  the  Bible  which  are  “sub- 
Christian,”  and  some  things  which  are  not  God’s  Word. 
Christ  says,  “The  Scriptures  cannot  be  broken” ;  that 
gives  his  endorsement  to  the  whole  Bible.  Using  this 
sub-committee’s  test,  their  claims  of  parts  being  sub-Chris¬ 
tian  and  not  God’s  Word,  are  at  once  and  completely  re- 
ieoted.  No  .parts  of  the  Bible  cambe  re.ie.cted  on  the  au- 


which  any  part  of  the  Bible  can  be  rejected  is  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  individual  reason.  This  is  what  gives  these 
men  the  position  of  rationalists,  and  causes  them  to  deny 
the  infallibility  and  final  authority  of  the  Bible.  There  is 
no  conflict  between  Christ  and  any  part  of  the  Bible.  He 
quotes  it  without  exception  as  authority. 

The  Bible  is  the  supreme  and  final  authority  to  all  true 
Christians,  Presbyterians  and  others,  and  that  without 
question.  The  Confession  of  Faith  and  Catechism  are 
the  subordinate  doctrinal  Standards  for  Presbyterians, 
but  not  for  all  Christians.  These  are  not  infallible  in 
their  exact  statements,  and  are  subject  to  amendment. 
Presbyterian  Church  members,  as  such,  are  not  required 
to  subscribe  to  these  subordinate  standards.  All  officers 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church  are  required  to  subscribe,  not 
to  every  word,  but  to  all  the  essential  doctrines  or  facts 
which  they  contain  and  which  constitute  the  system  of 
doctrine.  What  the  essential  doctrines  of  the  system  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Confession  of  Faith  and  Catechism  are,  are 
determined  by  the  General  Assembly,  when  the  question 
is  brought  to  it  in  a  regular  way.  Dr.  Coffin  takes  the 
position  that  he  is  at  liberty  as  a  Presbyterian  minister 
to  reject  any  of  the  great  essential  facts  of  the  Standards. 
He  is  at  liberty  as  a  Christian  and  a  minister  to  refuse 
to  subscribe  to  the  Confession  of  Faith  and  the  Cate¬ 
chism,  and  such  refusal  gives  him  the  liberty  to  go  out 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  but  not  to  stay  in  it.  If  he 
stays  in  the  Presbyterian  Church,  honesty  requires  him  to 
accept  and  defend  its  system  of  doctrine.  His  denial  of 
final  authority  to  the  Scriptures  removes  him  from  the 
company  of  historical  evangelical  believers. 

The  general  frankness  and  amiability  of  Dr.  Coffin  has 
special  significance  in  this  case.  We  who  have  esteemed 
and  loved  him  for  his  excellent  spirit  cannot  fail  to  be 
saddened  by  his  attitude  in  this  case.  His  frankness 
removes  all  uncertainty  and  indefiniteness.  It  brings 
squarely  to  the  front  the  present  issue.  Is  the  Bible  the 
•final  and  infallible  standard  in  faith  and  practice?  And 
are  the  Confession  of  Faith  and  the  Larger  and  Shorter 
Catechisms  the  system  of  interpretation  required  from 
every  officer  of  the  Presbyterian  Church?  The  loyal 
Presbyterians  say  they  are.  The  affirmationists  say  they 
are  not.  This  sermon  is  discussed  more  fully  by  Dr.  H. 
H.  McQuilkin,  on  page  7  of  this  issue. 

Why  Not  Raise  Recruits  for  the  Church? 

HE  following  very  significant  letter  was  recently  re¬ 
ceived.  It  deals  with  a  very  important  matter  of 
rearing  children  for  the  church : 

Editor  The  Presbyterian: 

Yesterday,  in  our  town,  a  little  girl  was  frightened  as  she 
came  home  from  school  at  the  sight  of  what  looked  like  a 
wild  animal  in  a  wood  pile.  My  small  son,  Danny,  not 
yet  ten  years  old,  had  borrowed,  through  a  misunderstanding 
on  his  mother’s  part,  her  large  fur  coat.  He  lay  down  on 
the  cut-up  parts  of  the  old  chestnut  tree  in  the  vacant  lot, 
covered  himself  completely  with  the  fur  coat,  and— was  read¬ 
ing  his  Bible.  Dan’s  enthusiasm  for  the  Bible  is  wonderful. 
Last  Sabbath  he  read  thirteen  chapters.  To  encourage  the  chil¬ 
dren,  I  offer  ten  dollars  for  reading  the  Bible  through.  My 
oldest  boy,  nearly  fourteen,  has  made  me  hand  over  one 
ten,  and  the  next  one  has  very  little  left  to  read  to  finish 
the  Bible.  It  is  the  rule  of  our  house  that  the  three  oldest 
children  read  a  chapter  a  day,  and  eight,  ten  and  twelve  on 
the  Sabbath.  Of  course,  I  have  to  keep  at  them',  and  some¬ 
times  excuse  them  if  thev  are  extra  tired  or  are  not  feeling 
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not  hold  our  Lord,  -and  because  He  lives,  we  too,  shall 
live.  For  forty  days  He  went  in  and  out  among  His 
followers,  talking  to  them,  eating  with  them,  showing 
His  hands  and  feet,  nail-scarred.  Why?  Because  He 
wanted  them  to  be  able  to  witness  to  His  resurrection. 
“Ye  are  my  witnesses.”  (Golden  Text.)  And  then  one 
day,  leading  them  outside  the  city,  while  they  beheld, 
He  ascended  into  heaven,  in  the  same  body  that  they 
knew  and  handled,  and  some  day  He  will  return  again. 
It  might  even  be  in  our  life-time.  That  we  do  not 
know.  But  we  are  to  order  our  lives  so  He  will  want 
us  forever  with  Him. 


THE  TREASURE 
By  James  Eckert  Alexander 
[aged  eleven  years] 

John  and  Betty  were  in  their  cottage  on  the  shore. 
Betty  was  out  of  sorts  that  day.  She  said  she  was 
going  home  because  it  was  too  dismal  there. 

Yesterday  John  had  been  robbed  of  $56,  and  now 
they  only  had  $4,  which  was  just  enough  to  take  them 
home.  The  day  before  that  their  barn  burned  down 
and  their  uncle  had  died.  Betty  was  cross  but  John 
tried  to  be  happy. 

He  went  down  to  the  boat  house  and  got  out  his 
boat.  He  pushed  out  into  the  lake  and  started  the 
motor.  A  half  hour  had  passed  and  John  was  out 
pretty  far  now.  He  had  made  an  anchor.  He  let  it 
drop.  He  fished  for  about  an  hour  and  he  decided  it 
was  time  to  go  home.  He  started  to  pull  up  the 
anchor  but  it  would  not  come.  Just  then  he  sighted 
a  submarine.  He  hailed  it.  The  submarine  came  to 
him  and  when  he  told  the  men  what  had  happened,  they 
offered  to  go  down  and  see  about  it.  After  a  while 
they  came  up  and  reported  that  the  anchor  had  hit  a 
sunken  treasure.  They  had  it  with  them  and  when 
they  opened  it,  goodness!!  There  was  $5,000,000  in 
gold  for  the  finder. 

A  rich  man  who  had  died  wished  for  somebody  to 
have  it.  He  decided  this  was  a  good  plan  to  give  it 
awav. 

One  hour  later  when  they  reached  home,  Betty  surely 
was  surprised.  She  then  was  willing  to  stay  longer. 

The  End. 


TO  UMBER  THE  TONGUE 

“A  tutor  who  tooted  a  flute, 

Tried  to  teach  two  young  tutors  to  toot 
Said  the  two  to  the'  tutor: 

Ts  it  harder  to  toot,  or 
To  tutor  two  tutors  to  toot  ?’  ” 

AN  EARLY  MORNING  SCHOOL 

By  Lissie  C.  Farmer 

When  the  Logans  moved  into  the  neighborhood 
where  they  are  now  living  their  nearest  neighbor’s 
family  contained  a  pair  of  twins  and  a  set  of  triplets, 
and  they  were  all  the  same  age !  You  see,  they  were 
a  Robin  Redbreast  family  and  they  lived  in  the  maple 
tree,  and  because  Ted  -and  Lettie  thought  two  of  them 
were  exactly  alike,  they  called  them  the  twins,  and 
named  them  Twitter  and  Flitter,  because,  you  see, 
twins’  names  are  frequently  alike.  Then  they  called  the 
other  three,  Reddv,  Hopity  and  Squawk.  Mrs.  Logan 
said  all  these  Robin  children  looked  exactly  alike  to 
her,  but  Ted  and  Lettie  thought  they  were  quite  dif¬ 
ferent. 

Squawk  was  a  very  selfish  young  robin  and  would 
open  his  mouth,  0,  so  wide  when  his  Papa  or  Mamma 
brought  food,  and  try  to  get  it  all  for  himself,  and  he 
was  always  climbing  over  on  top  of  poor  little  Flitter 
and  Twitter. 

When  the  Robin  children  were  very  young— not  many 
weeks  old— they  had  to  start  in  learning  their  lessons, 
and  one  of  the  first  things’  they  had  to  learn  was  how 
to  fly.  Thomas  ’Greyest  very  nearly  got  poor  little 


Twitter  while  he  was  learning  his  flying  lesson  one 
day,  but  Mamma  Robin  hid  him  among  the  gooseberry 
bushes  where  Thomas  Greycat  could  not  get  at  him ; 
then  she  pretended  she  had  a  broken  wing,  and  she 
ran  along  with  her  wing  hanging  down  just  in  front 
of  Thomas  Greycat ;  and  of  course  he  started  after  her 
and  chased  her  several  rods,  when  she  quit  pretending, 
and  flew  away  from  him.  And  all  that  time,  Papa 
Robin  was  getting  Twitter  into  a  safer  place  where 
Thomas  Greycat  could  not  find  him. 

Now  after  the  Robin  children  had  learned  to  fly 
fairly  well,  one  of  the  next  lessons  was  how  to  pick 
berries  and  currants  and  cherries  for  themselves  in¬ 
stead  of  having  their  Papa  and  Mamma  get  them  for 
them.  One  morning  very,  very  early,  the  Logans 
heard  a  wonderful  twittering  and  chirping  out  in  the 
back  yard  and  they  all  ran  to  the  window  to  see  what 
was  going  on.  There  were  Papa  and  Mamma  Robin 
and  all  five  of  their  children  on  the  back  fence  near 
the  blackberry  bush.  Now  the  thorns  on  the  black¬ 
berry  bush  were  so  close  together  that  none  of  the 
Robin  family  could  alight  on  them ;  so  the  only  way 
they  could  get  the  berries  was  to  make  a  dive  and  catch 
a  berry  as  they  flew  past.  First  Papa  Robin  would 
dive  and  get  a  berry:  then  Mamma  Robin  would  dive 
and  get  a  berry  and  they  let  the  children  each  one  have 
a  berry  so  they  could  see  how  good  they  tasted ;  then 
Mamma  Robin  dived  and  got  another  berry  and  all 
the  children  opened  their  mouths  wide  and  cried  for 
•that  berry,  but  Mamma  Robin  did  not  let  them  have 
that  berry — no,  indeed,  she  ate  it  herself,  because,  you 
see,  she  wanted  the  children  to  learn  to  dive  for  them¬ 
selves  and  get  berries.  By  and  by  Reddy  flapped  his 
wings  and  made  a  dive,,  but  he  didn’t  get  a  berry,  but 
he  kept  on  trying.  Then  what  do  you  think  Squawk 
did?  He  flapped  his  wings  just  as  Papa  Robin  was 
starting  out,  just  as  though  he  was  going  to  dive  and 
get  a  berry,  but  instead  of  that  he  flew  over  to  the 
place  when  Papa  and  Mamma  Robin  lit  when  they  had 
finished  their  dive,  and  when  Papa  Robin  came  down, 
there  was  Squawk  all  ready  for  the  berry,  and  he 
pecked  at  his  Papa’s  bill  and  tried  to  get  it,  but  Papa 
Robin  swallowed  it  down  real  quick,  and  Squawk  did 
not  get  anything  of  it  but  a  tweeny  weeny  bit  of  juice. 

All  the  other  young  robins  learned  how  to  dive  for 
berries  except  Squawk  that  morning,  but  he  would 
not  try  to  learn  so  I  guess  he  didn’t  get  much  break¬ 
fast,  though  he  kept  begging  all  the  others  to  let  him 
have  some  berries. 

Early  the  next  morning,  the  Logans  heard  the  Robin 
family  again  at  the  berry  bush,  and  there  was  Squawk- 
flying  down  with  the  rest  after  berries  for  he  had 
found  out  it  was  better  to  help  get  breakfast  than  to 
try  to  make  the  rest  of  his  family  do  all  the  work  and 
feed  him. 


THE  ANSWER 

By  Rose  C.  Webb 

“When  is  Spring?  A  winsome  lassie 
Asked  her  little  playmate  dear; 

“How’ll  I  know  it  when  I  see  it 

Who  will  tell  me  when  it’s  here?”' 

Now  Irene  was  one  year  older, 

So  of  course  she  ought  to  know ; 

And  in  this  her  ready  answer 
Wit  and  wisdom  truly  show. 

“When  the  pussywillows  gather 
On  the  bush  across  the  way, 

When  your  mamma  says,  “No,  dearie, 
You’ll  not  need  your  coat  to-day. 

When  the  daffodils  are  budding, 

And  you  hear  the  robins  sing, — 

Then  yolt’il  know  that  Winter’s  ended 

,  And  it’s  really,  truly  Spring.” 
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THE  EXCISION  OF  NEW  YORK 
PRESBYTERY  SMALL  LOSS 
AND  GREAT  GAIN 
By  Rev.  Horace  C.  Stanton,  DJ>. 

OUR  grand  church  has  now  about 
299  presbyteries.  For  many  years 
it  has  had  but  one  disloyal  and 
disorderly— that  of  New  York.  This  it 
can  well  afford  to  lose.  We  need  not 
take  time  to  discuss  its  "modernism, 
now  so  familiar.  According  to  the  phase 
now  prevailing  in  the  New  York  body, 
the  Bible  is  not  inspired,  tor  divine 
revelation  we  must  substitute  human 
reason.  Christ  was  not  conceived  by 
the  Holy  Ghost.  His  father  was  Joseph. 
We  should  repudiate  his  vicarious 
atonement,  deny  his  miracles,  resurrec¬ 
tion,  second  coming,  etc.  But,  if  the 
Scriptures  are  not  inspired,  what  knowl¬ 
edge  can  we  have  of  God,  salvation, 
heaven,  or  hell? 

in  the  New  York  Presbytery,  the 
total  number  of  churches  and  chapels 
is  about  62.  Of  these,  we  are  informed 
that  a  little  less  than  one-fourth  belong 
to  the  true  orthodox  Presbyterian  faith. 
So  there  are  fewer  than  fifty  which  can 
be  classed  as  having  lapsed  into  mod¬ 
ernism.  But  there  are  in  the^  denomi¬ 
nation  about  9.724  churches.  From  that 
number  we  should  lose  less  than  half 
a  hundred,  provided  every  church  fol¬ 
lowed  its  modernist  pastor,  which  all 
would  not  do,  by  any  means. 

As  to  the  pastors  of  these  latter  con¬ 
gregations.  There  are  in  the  presbytery 
about  53  pastors,  and  19  stated  sup¬ 
plies;  in  all,  72.  Allow  a  little  less  than 
a  quarter  of  these,  say  16,  for  the  ortho¬ 
dox  churches.  There  will  be  56  for  the 
modernist.  These  gentlemen  will  very 
properly  go  out  with  their  sympathizers. 

Among  the  conservative  ministers 
and  churches  of  New  York  Presbytery 
are  some  of  the  very  best  and  soundest 
people  of  our  great  Presbyterian  fam¬ 
ily.  These,  of  course,  would  be  con¬ 
stituted  by  the  Assembly  into  a 
new  presbytery,  without  Unitarianism, 
rationalism,  infidelity,  liberalism,  or 
modernism  of  any  other  kind.  This 
new  body  would  no  longer  be  under  the 
necessity  of  facing  and  fighting  the  op¬ 
position  and  rationalizing  influences  of 
these  other  forces. 

The  total  number  of  names  on  the 
presbyterial  roll  is  177.  Deduct  the  72 
pastors  and  supplies,  and  there  remain 
105,  some  not  residing  within  the 
bounds  of  the  presbytery.  Among  these 
there  are  ten  presidents  and  professors, 
six  foreign  missionaries,  five  church 
missionaries,  various  agents,  chaplains, 
directors,  men  honorablv  retired,  etc. 

De  Witt  Talmage  said  that  one 
reason  why  he  liked  a  large  congrega¬ 
tion  was  this:  that,  if  a  few  persons 
became  disaffected  and  left,  the  rest  of 
the  parish  would  not  find  it  out  until 
next  year.  And  we  may  rejoice  at  having 
such,  a  number  of  ministers  (9,883),  that 
,  by,  the  excision  of  160-165,  we  should 
not  be  appreciably  affected. 

Every  one  of  these  “modernists”  at 
his  ordination,  solemnly  declared  that 
he  “believed  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments  to  be  the  Word  of 
God,  the  .  only  infallible  rule  of  faith 
and  ,  practice”;  that  “he  sincerely  re¬ 
ceived  and  adopted  the  Confession  of 
Faith  of  this  Church  as  containing  the 
system  of  doctrine  taught  in  the  Holy 
Scriptures”;  ,  that  “he  approved  the 
government  and  discipline  of  the  Pres- 
,  byterian  Church  in  these  United 
States”;  and  that  “he  promised  subjec¬ 
tion  to  his  brethren  in  the  Lord.” 
Every  one  promised  "to  be  zealous  and 
faithful  in  maintaining  the  truths  of  the 
gospel,  the  purity  and  pcaqfe  ksi  the 
Churcli,,.. whatever  persecution  or  oppo¬ 
sition  might  arjse  linto  him  on  that  ac~ 
coum.”  In'  Case  any  minister  is  brought 


to  the  conviction  that  he  cannot  con¬ 
scientiously  fulfill  these  obligations,  the 
Church,  through  its  General  Assembly, 
“urges  him  peaceably  to  withdraw  from 
our  communion.”  And  that  is  the 
course  for  an  honorable  man. 

Modernists  as  a  body  deliberately 
and  persistently  violate  the  above  vows. 
But  they  do  not .  intend  to  withdraw. 
They  are  going  to  stay  in  just  as  long 
as  they  can.  Want  to  draw  Presbyte¬ 
rian  salaries,  but  disturb  and  undermine 
the  religious  life  of  the  Presbyterian 
world.  ,  c 

This  had  been  their  procedure  for 
years.  At  last  the  Presbytery  of  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  well  satisfied  what  would  be 
the  wisest  course,  overtured  the  As¬ 
sembly  recommending  that  “the  Pres¬ 
bytery  of  New  York,  being  guilty  of 
deliberate  disloyalty  to  the  doctrinal 
Standards  of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
and  being  persistently  disobedient  to 
the  mandates  of  the  General  Assem¬ 
bly,”  be  dropped  from  the  roll  (Min¬ 
utes  of  1916.  Page  58).  Then  the  men 
of  New  York  Presbytery  promised  that 
in  the  future  they  would  be  loyal  to  the 
doctrines  and  laws  of  the  Church,  and 
the  mandates  of  the  Assembly.  But 
again  thev  ignored  these  promises  and 
covenant  ‘obligations,  habitually  violat¬ 
ing  them  as  before. 

We  need  not  refer  to  what  has  been 
said  again  and  again  about  the  efforts 
of  modernism  in  New  York  to  ostracize 
and  oppress  in  a  social  way  the  Pres¬ 
byterian  ministers  who  are  faithful  to 
their  obligations  and  true  to  their 
Church.  Nor  to  the  reports  which  have 
repeatedly  reached  us  about  Presbyte¬ 
rians  loyal  to  their  vows,  but  so  situ¬ 
ated  that  their  tenure  of  position  was 
at  the  will  of  modernists,  and  that,  if 
they  asserted  themselves  on  the  side 
of  orthodox  Presbyterianism,  they 
would  lose  their  places.  We  are  told 
that  the  Church  Extension  Committee 
of  the  Presbytery  is  controlled  by  mod¬ 
ernists.  It  is  obvious  how  easily  they 
can  embarrass  and  obstruct  loyal  min¬ 
isters,  while  favoring  disloyal  ones. 

The  Union  Seminary  catalogue  of 
1923  shows  of  the  New  York  Presby¬ 
tery,  eleven  ministers  identified  with 
that  school,  four  as  directors,  and 
seven  in  the  faculty.  Of  these  men, 
every  one  had  solemnly  promised  "to 
study  the  peace,  unity  and  purity  of 
the  Church,  .  .  .  whatever  persecution 
or  opposition  might  arise  unto  him  on 
that  account.”  But  now  they  are  work¬ 
ing  to  advance  a  seminary  which  has 
been  repudiated  and  barred  by  the 
Presbyterian  Assembly,  and  caused  the 
Church  more  trouble  than  any  other  in¬ 
stitution  on  earth.  Then  when  its 
pupils,  trained  in  doctrines  wholly,  op¬ 
posite  to  those  of  Presbyterianism, 
apply  for  licensure  and  ordination, 
here  are  these  directors  and  teachers, 
in  presbytery,  ready  to  further  ignore 
their  own  vows,  and  take  in  these  candi- 
.  dates  on  like  insincere  vows  which 
they  do  not  intend  to  keep.  This  is 
“the  new  Christianity.” 

These  modernists  have  not  the  least 
thought  1  of  fulfilling  their  pledges  of 
fidelity  to  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of 
the  Church.  Not  the  remotest  idea  of 
abandoning  their  unsound  principles 
and  practices.  They  intend  to  disre¬ 
gard  their  covenant  obligations,  and  to 
continue  their  antagonism  to  the  tenets 
and  polity  of  Presbyterianism.  They 
demand  in  our  body  liberties,  latitude, 
and  license  that  are  forever  forbidden 
by  its  Constitution,  and  from  which  by 
its  laws  and  ordination  vows,  they  are 
forever  exoluded.  By^  their  conduct, 
they  prevent  the  rest  of  us  from  enjoy¬ 
ing  our  ,most  sacred  constitutional 
rights,  aqdimake  themselves  offensive 
to  the  entire  denomination.  Their  whole 
influence  tends  to  disintegrate  it. 


When  Boss  Tweed  and  his  New  York 
ring  were  exposed,  they  said,  ‘What 
are  you  going  to  do  about  it,  any  way? 

So  this  New  York  eleriient  seems  to 
take  delight  in  flouting  at  the  Assem¬ 
bly  and  the  denomination  at  large.  The 
Assembly  ordered  that  Dr.  Fosdick 
must  accept  the  Presbyterian  doc¬ 
trine  and  government,  those  vows  that 
every  Presbyterian  minister  is  required 
to  take,  or  leave  the  Presbyterian  pul¬ 
pit.  But  though  the  Presbyterian  de¬ 
nomination,  through  its  highest  judi¬ 
catory,  publicly  declared,  last  May,  that, 
under  present  conditions,  the  relation 
between  him  and  the  First  Church  of 
New  York  should  not  continue  longer, 
he  has  hung  on  to  that  pulpit  until  the 
end  of  February.  Same  spirit.  “What 
are  you  going  to  do  about  it,  any  way? 

New  York  Presbytery  is  the  center 
of  the  whole  disorder  and  disturbance 
in  our  communion.  This  disloyal  ele¬ 
ment  would  have  it  appear  that  they 
represent  a  very  advanced,  highly  re¬ 
fined,  and  specially  spiritual  type  of 
piety,  far  superior  to  that  of  Christen¬ 
dom  generally.  This  is  “the  new  Chris¬ 
tianity.” 

The  departure  of  such  men  would  not 
affect  our  denomination  adversely  in 
any  noticeable  way.  Save  that  we  should 
have  a  general  peace,  the  Church  at 
large  never  would  know  they  .  were 
gone.  From  its  9,883  ministers,  it  can 
well  spare  this  handful  of  modernists 
in  New  York. 

It  is  utterly  improbable  that  the 
Church  will  ever  have  peace  until  that 
presbytery  is  dropped,  and  a  new  one 
formed.  We  do  not  know  of  anything 
which  would  more  exalt  Presbyterian¬ 
ism  in  the  eyes  of  the  entire  Christian 
world  than  to  sever  for  all  time  its  re¬ 
lations  with  that  New  York  fraternity. 
We  do  not  know  anything  that  would 
more  tend  to  advance  the  welfare  of 
our  mighty  and  magnificent  organiza¬ 
tion  itself,  anything  more  calculated  to 
re-kindle  loyalty  and  steadfastness 
throughout  our  communion.  The  church 
would  be  more  respected  by  its  own 
ministers  and  members.  The  spiritual 
life  and  activity  of  the  denomination 
would  rise  to  a  higher  plane.  We  should 
have  more  influence  all  over  the  civil¬ 
ized  globe. 

We  do  not  know  of  any  overtures 
which  could  possibly  come  up  to  the 
next  Assembly  more  urgent,  more  far¬ 
sighted,  and  more  calculated  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  than  some  re¬ 
questing  that  the  New  York  Presby¬ 
tery  be  exscinded. 


WILL  VISIT  AMERICA 
Rev.  W.  C.  Poole,  Ph.D.,  president 
of  the  World’s  Sunday  School  Associa¬ 
tion,  will  arrive  at  New  York  on  the 
S.  S.  "Majestic,”  on  April  1,  and  will  re¬ 
turn  to  England  on  April  25.  He  is 
coming  especially  to  attend  the  meeting 
of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the 
World’s  Association,  which  will  be  held 
at  the  Hotel  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
on  April  23.  He  will  be  one  of  the 
speakers  at  the  third  annual  banquet  of 
the  Association,  which  will  be  held  that 
night  at  the  same  hotel.  During  his  stay 
in  America,  Dr.  Poole  will  address 
large  gatherings  of  Sabbath-school 
workers  in  Detroit,  Canton,  Dayton,  St. 
Louis,  Indianapolis,  Chicago,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and 
New  York. 


After  A  Bath; 
feC  With 

Cuticura  Soap 

Dust  With 

CuticuraT  alcum 
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Comments  and 


Dr.  Forbes'  Letter. 


Editor  The  Presbyterian: 


THERE  has  come  to  my  hand  a  letter  from  Los  Angeles 
Presbytery.  I  am  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  understand  the 
wants  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  as  stated  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  letter  by  Dr.  Forbes,  district  secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Sabbath-school  Missions,  to  wit:  "What  the 
whole  church  wants  is  a  Spirit-filled  ministry,  a  ministry 
loyal  to  Christ  and  his  Holy  Word.  I  would  counsel  in  con¬ 
clusion:  Unity  in  essentials,  charity  in  non-essentials,  and 
one  in  Christ  our  Lord.”  If  Dr.  Forbes  will  say  that  the 
essentials  are  contained  in  our  Confession  of  Faith,  namely, 
the  virgin  birth  of  our  Lord,  regeneration  by  the  Holy  Ghost, 
the  Lord  and  Giver  of  life;  the  miracle  of  the  bodily  resur¬ 
rection  of  Jesus;  the  vicarious  substitutionary  atonement  by 
the  blood  of  Christ;  the  plenary  inspiration  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures,  then  I  am  in  accord  with  him.  I  feel,  however, 
constrained  to  ask,  Does  Dr.  Forbes  consider  these  car¬ 
dinal  doctrines  to  be  unessential?  If  not,  why  is  he  afraid 
to  include  them  in  his  letter?  If  they  are  unessential,  then 
I  am  glad  that  my  children  are  not  under  his  jurisdiction 
in  the  Sabbath-school  work  supported  by  our  Board.  Dr. 
Forbes’  theological  education  was  undoubtedly  good.  I  am 
glad  he  is  imbued  with  the  "one  very  synonym  of  a  Biblical 
teaching,”  but  may  we  not  all  be  tempted  to  neglect  the 
honor  of  the  Person  of  God’s  Son,  in  order  to  allow  all, 
whatever  their  belief,  to  teach  and  preach  that  which  we,  as 
Presbyterian  ministers,  have  pledged  ourselves  to  defend. 
Will  Dr.  Forbes  be  willing  to  say,  “What  the  church  wants 
is  the  preservation,  defense  and  propagation  of  the  essen¬ 
tial  doctrines  of  the  Confession  of  Faith;  the  infallibility  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures;  the  miraculous  birth  of  Jesus  of  the 
Virgin  Mary;  the  substitutionary  sacrifice  of  our  Lord  for 
the  sins  of  the  world;  the  literal  resurrection  of  Jesus  in  the 
body  in  which  he  was  crucified;  and  at  all  costs  they  must  be 
-naintained”?  Dr.  Forbes  has  promised  this  in  his  ordina- 
ion  vow.  Can  he  still  defend  his  faith? 

Maitland  Alexander. 


Timely  Topics 

opened  for  a  Fosdick  service.” 

When  the  committee  of  Presbyterian  clergyn 
men  laid  the  Presbyterian  protest  before  Dr 
Tomkins,  rector  of  Holy  Trinity  Protestant  Episc- 
and  president  of  the  Federation  of  Churches,  he 
his  surprise  at  the  issuance  of  such  an  invitatioi 
public  the  following  in  reply: 

“My  Dear  Brethren:  I  have  read  your  protest 
retary  of  the  Federation  of  Churches,  and  I  m> 
agree  with  it.  It  is  a  great  sorrow  to  me  that  in 
in  other  cities,  preaching,  this  invitation  to  Rev.  1 
was  sent  out,  with  the  cards  asking  notices  to  t 
the  churches. 

"Some  time  ago  I  warned  the  executive  secret 
would  be  most  unwise  to  extend  such  an  invitati< 
no  sympathy  with  the  teaching  of  Rev.  Dr.  Fos< 
am  exceedingly  annoyed  that  the  Federation  shoi 
brought  into  a  controversy  when  we  are  tryinj 
the  brethren  of*all  evangelical  churches  together, 
protest  clearly  and  strongly,  without  any  influence 
than  the  guidance  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 

“I  can  only  hope  and  pray  that  this  unworthy 
not  destroy  the  usefulness  of  our  Federation. 

"Floyd  W.  T 

Dr.  Palmquist,  executive  secretary  of  the  Fed 
Churches,  thereupon  issued  a  statement,  in  which  h 

“It  is  a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  me  that  the 
ment  of  the  coming  of  Rev.  Dr.  Harry  Emerson 
preach  a  non-controversial  sermon  under  the  ausp 
Philadelphia  Federation  of  Churches,  should  have  I 
upon  as  an  opportunity  to  stir  up  an  over-lengtl 
troversy.”  He  added  that  the  Federation  had  "ne\ 
into  the  dispute,  and  refuses  to  be  drawn  into  it 

The  upshot  of  the  whole  matter  is  that  announc 
made  that  by  reason  of  illness,  Dr.  Fosdick  could  n> 
Philadelphia  as  arranged.  But  a  great  mass  meet 
fense  of  the  faith,  and  for  historic  Christianity,  ai 
port  of  the  doctrines  of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 

T5  rKurcWn.  TV«w Jn.«  - *1-  - 
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depravity  which  appear  in  human  society. 

Cast  your  eye  upon  the  nations  of  the  world  to-day  and 
get  a  conception  of  their  condition  as  given  by  the  Apostle 
Paul  nearly  two  thousand  years  ago. 

"As  it  is  written:  There  is  none  righteous,  no,  not 
one.  There  is  none  that  understandeth,  there  is  none  that 
seeketh  after  God.  They  are  all  gone  out  of  the  way, 
they  are  altogether  become  unprofitable,  there  is  none 
that  doeth  good,  no,  not  one.  Their  throat  is  an  open 
sepulchre :  with  their  tongues  they  have  used  deceit ;  the 
poison  of  asps  is  under  their  lips ;  whose  mouth  is  full  of 
cursing  and  bitterness,  their  feet  are  swift  to  shed  blood  ; 
destruction  and  misery  are  in  their  ways ;  and  the  way  of 
peace  have  they  not  known.  There  is  no  fear  of  God 
before  their  eyes.  Now  we  know  that  what  things  so¬ 
ever  the  law  saith,  it  saith  to  them  who  are  under  the  law : 
that  every  mouth  may  be  stopped,  and  all  the  world  may 
become  guilty  before  God.” 

That  is  a  true  description  of  the  nations  of  the  world 
to-day;  an  emphatic,  definite,  unanswerable  negative  to 
those  who  say  the  world  is  getting  better  and  better  every 
day.  Only  the  pure  materialistic  minds  accept  better¬ 
ment  all  along  the  line,  and  of  course  they  can  only  look 
at  it  from  the  materialistic  standpoint. 

Read  the  daily  press  and  visualize  the  horrible  tale  of 
human  society.  In  to-night’s  paper,  on  the  first  three 
pages  (out  of  forty-four  pages),  I  read  the  following 
headings:  Jazz  Life  Leads  Girl  to  Kill  Mother;  Rail- 
way  Station  Robbed;  Drink  Kills  561  in  New  York; 
Police  Raid  Restaurant;  Cuban  Diplomat  in  Duel;  Man 
Tries  to  Rob  MacKeys’  Home ;  Slain  Girl’s  Body  Found 
Near  Conan  Doyle’s  Home;  Finds  Dynamite  Bomb  on 
Doorstep ;  Three  Go  to  Chair ;  Three  to  Hang ;  Killed  in 
Mine  Row;  Arrest  Suspect  in  Wife  Murder;  Stabbed 
Aiding  Mother;  Home  Robbed  of  $500.  And  this,  and 
much  more,  in  one  of  the  best,  most  popular  papers  in  the 
East,  with  a  circulation  of  over  500,000  copies  daily. 

A  fearful  bill  of  complaint  against  human  society.  The 
crimes  of  every-day  life  shock  us,  and  we  cry  aloud  for 
more  laws,  more  police,  better  judges,  swifter  justice, 
and  a  thousand  and  one  other  remedies.  Stop  this  crim¬ 
inality,  this  slaughter  of  the  innocents  on  our  highways; 
stop  the  bootleggers  and  burglars — stop  !  stop !  something 
must  be  done,  and  we  dine  in  luxury,  dress  in  fashion, 
and  in  our  limousines  are  carried  to  the  opera,  the  theater, 
the  movies,  the  'ball,  the  gambling  halls.  We  poor  fools 
that  cry,  "Stop,”  go  right  on  without  the  fear  of  God 
before  our  eyes. 

Sin  is  deeper  than  crime.  Sin  is  spiritual,  an  inward 
state  away  from  God.  It  is  kept  from  society  by  deceit, 
caution,  fear  of  results.  How  few  are  ready  to  accept  the 
spiritual  meaning  of  Jesus  when  he  speaks  of  heart  adul¬ 
tery  and  murder. 

The  law  is  weak ;  prohibitions  fail ;  legislation  never  yet 
made  a  man  better.  Indeed,  all  reforms  only  give  us  a 
veneered  civilization.  Scratch  below  the  surface,  and 
the  same  old  depraved  nature  shows  itself. 

But  is  it  really  true — the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth — that  all  of  us  are  in  the  category  of  sinners? 

And  yet  how  gently  the  inspired  writer  puts  it:  “All 
we  like  sheep  have  gone  astray.” 

"Every  one  has  turned  to  his  own  way.”  The  same 
truth  stated'  with  a  slight  difference.  Sin  is  a  wrong, 


wayward  attitude  toward  God.  We  walk  from  him  de¬ 
termined  to  please  ourselves  in  our  own  way.  How  com¬ 
mon  is  the  remark  heard  from  childhood,  down  to  the 
tottering  age  of  the  ancient,  "I  shall  do  as  I  please.” 
Jesus  pleased  not  himself :  we  do.  We  must  attend  to 
our  own  business.  "Wist  ye  not  that  I  must  be  about 
my  Father’s  business?” 

Our  back  is  toward  God.  Jesus’  face  is  toward  his 
Father.  Yes,  we  turn  to  our  own  way.  He  ever  turned 
to  God’s  way,  and  was  able  to  say,  "I  am  the  Way.” 
Therefore,  "Follow  me.” 

Are  we  not  "lovers  of  pleasure  more  than  lovers  of 
God  ?”  Hence  we  are  looking  on  at  every  kind  of  sport, 
every  movie,  every  prize  fight,  every  new  style  of  raiment, 
every  novelty  of  fad  in  food,  every  petty  thing  in  daily 
life.  The  auto  is  better  than  the  quiet  hour  or  the  clois¬ 
ters  of  the  sanctuary,  and  no  land  we  pass  over  is  holy 
ground.  Excitement,  exhilaration,  thrills,  rather  than 
confidence,  quietness,  rest. 

The  comics  are  more  to  us  than  “These  sayings  of 
Mine.”  Jokes  of  any  kind  are  better  than  “What  saith 
the  Spirit  ?” 

Take  the  wonders  of  modern  science :  the  wireless,  the 
kodak,  the  radio,  the  phonograph,  surgery.  How  we 
marvel  at  them !  How  we  gaze  at  the  picture  of  our  be¬ 
loved;  how  we  listen  to  the  mysterious  words  and  music 
coming  from  long  distances — the  speakers  and  musicians 
all  unknown  to  us — how  we  stand  amazed  at  the  skill  of 
the  great  surgeon.  What  pleasurable  hours  we  give 
to  the  phonograph.  We  are  daily  astonished  at  the 
marvels  around  us,  and  are  looking  for  more  to  follow. 
In  fact,  men  have  said  there  is  nothing  impossible  to  man, 
which  is  the  rankest  kind  of  blasphemy. 

The  impossibilities  that  man  faces  are  many.  Can  he 
make  a  wicked  and  depraved  creature  righteous  and  holy  ? 
Can  he  make  a  clean  heart?  Can  he  abolish  death?  Can 
he  create  anything  ?  Can  he  escape  the  judgment  of  God  ? 
No.  Even  the  judgment  of  our  fellows  follows  us  daily. 

Has  it  ever  occurred  to  us  that  all  the  invisible  wires 
of  the  universe  center  in  God?  That  his  radio  catches 
every  sound  without  static  disturbances  ?  That  his  kodak 
infallibly  reproduces  our  life  in  every  detail  ?  That  we 
are  photographed  just  as  we  are — not  as  we  think  we  are. 
If  such  a  photograph  of  yourself  were  in  your  hand, 
would  you  go  around  showing  it  ?  Would  you  send  copies 
to  your  friends  by  special  delivery? 

Would  you  have  the  radio  so  perfected  that  all  your 
words  and  all  your  thoughts  should  be  broadcasted? 

God’s  photograph  of  each  one  of  us  would  show  sin 
and  iniquity. 

Your  mind  is  spotted  with  impurity ;  your  very  affec¬ 
tions  are  infected,  and  do  you  wonder  that  nothing  is  so 
hated  as  the  truth  of  "total  depravity”?  But  when  "the 
books  are  opened,”  we  shall  see  ourselves  as  we  were  in 
the  flesh,  and  then — 

Now  let  us  turn  from  the  sinner  to  the  Saviour;  from 
depravity  to  holiness.  Why  was  Jesus  born  in  Bethlehem 
of  Judea?  Why  Nazareth?  Why  that  short  public 
ministry?  Why  Gethsemane?  The  mock  trial?  The 
crucifixion?  resurrection?  ascension?  Why?  “For 
the  Lord  hath  laid  on  him  the  iniquity  of  us 
all.” 

(Continued  on  Page  26) 
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Not  Merely  Controversy,  But  Bold  Attack 

By  James  E.  Bennet,  Esq.,  Ruling  Elder 


ON  November  io,  nine  laymen  who  were  elders,  dea¬ 
cons  or  trustees  of  the  Fort  Washington  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  New  York  City,  attended  a  meeting  of 
the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  and  were  a  committee  repre¬ 
senting  the  congregation  of  that  church  for  the  purpose 
of  very  reluctantly  consenting  to  the  severance  of  the 
pastoral  relations  of  Dr.  John  McNeill. 

One  of  these  laymen  was  the  regular  representative  of 
the  church  in  the  presbytery.  Another  had  been  an  occa¬ 
sional  visitor,  but  the  other  seven  men  were  having  an 
entirely  new  experience.  Of  the  nine,  three  were  lawyers, 
one  was  a  banker,  another  was  in  the  advertising  busi¬ 
ness,  and  the  others  were  either  in  business  for  themselves 
or  held  responsible  positions.  All  were  men  who  had 
had  many  years’  experience  in  the  church.  They  were 
loyal  Presbyterians,  but  as  far  as  doctrines  or  contro- 
versities  in  the  church  were  concerned,  they  probably 
would  be  classed  as  “indifferentists”  or  “tolerationists.” 

When  their  part  of  the  programme  was  accomplished, 
they  remained,  principally  out  of  curiosity,  to  see  just 
how  the  presbytery  was  conducted.  One  of  the  matters 
brought  up  was  in  relation  to  the  reception  into  the 
church  of  Carlos  G._  Fuller,  who  desired  to  be  admitted 
as  a  preacKer?  It  seems  that  a  committee  had  been 
handling  the  matter  and  the  young  man’s  answers  had  not 
met  with  the  unanimous  approval  of  the  committee.  Dr. 
Anthony  Evans,  of  the  West  Park  Church,  was  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  and  arose  to  make  a  report.  We 
all  knew  him,  because  his  church  had  built  our  church, 
and  had  turned  over  to  us  a  deed  and  enough  gilt-edge 
bonds  to  keep  the  church  in  a  fair  condition  of  repair. 
He  had  often  moderated  our  session,  and  we  felt  very 
friendly  toward  him.  Dr.  Evans,  as  chairman  of  the 
committee,  had  no  written  report,  but  said  that  Mr. 
Fuller  refused  to  positively  declare  or  affirm  the  truth  of 
the  virgin  birth,  and  took  the  same  position  in  relation  to 
the  miracles  and  the  physical  resurrection,  but  inasmuch 
as  Mr.  Fuller,  granting  that  these  were  historical  beliefs 
of  the  church,  would  give  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt, 
Dr.  Evans  thought  he  should  be  received.  This  state¬ 
ment  hit  us  like  lightning  out  of  a  clear  sky.  We  had 
never  heard  the  doctrines  of  the  church  treated  so  flip¬ 
pantly.  We  had  thought  that  these  beliefs  were  like 
foundation  stones,  and  if  Jesus  was  not  born  of  a  virgin, 
then  it  immediately  became  apparent  that  he  was  not  the 
only  begotten  Son  of  God,  and  the  Christ. 

Never  before  had  we  heard  Presbyterian  ministers  ac¬ 
tually  deny  the  miracles  of  Christ.  We  were  dazed.  We 
felt  as  if  our  foundations  were  slipping. 

Then  Dr.  Mebane  Ramsey,  also  of  the  committee, 
offered  to  read  a  minority  report,  objecting  to  the  admis- 
sion  of  Mr.  Fuller.  We  then  received  the  next  shock. 
We  sat  immediately  in  the  front  center  of  the  church,  and 
behind  us  were  Dr.  Merrill,  of  the  Brick  Church;  Dr. 
Coffin,  of  the  Madison  Avenue  Church;  and  a  number 
of  others  apparently  o£  their  following.  Dr.  Merrill 
objected  to  the  minority  filing  a  report  at  all,  and  said,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  remember :  “I  have  served  on  many  com¬ 
mittees,  and  I  have  never  heard  of  the  minority  filing  a 
report  unless  consent  was  given  by  the  committee.”  This, 


of  course,  was  staggering  to  us  who  were  lawyers  to 
think  that  the  minority  should  be  gagged  and  stifled — 
•but  the  members  of  the  presbytery  followed  Dr.  Merrill 
and  would  not  permit  the  minority  report  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  at  that  time,  which  was  a  most  unheard  of  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  in  a  secular  organization  would  not  have  been 
tolerated  for  a  moment.  Then  followed  the  examination 
of  the  candidate.  It  was  done  in  a  very  off-hand  manner 
by  Dr.  Evans,  who  asked  what  lawyers  call  leading  ques¬ 
tions,  which  in  effect  contained  their  own  answers  and 
could  not  be  called  an  examination  in  any  true  sense.  It 
seemed  as  if  the  presbytery  had  made  up  its  mind  to 
admit  this  candidate,  no  matter  what  he  believed  or  did 
not  believe.  In  fact,  they  seemed  to  scorn  any  one  who 
had  a  definite  belief.  The  liberalists  were  very  intolerant 
of  the  conservatives — they  even  were  impatient. 

Then  Dr.  Buchanan  asked  formal  questions  from  the 
Standards  of  the  church,  and  we  were  almost  stunned  to 
find  that  Mr.  Fuller  replied  in  a  manner  very  similar  to 
that  adopted  by  the  late  Richard  Crocker,  when  he  was 
examined  by  a  Legislative  committee  several  years  ago. 
The  answers  were  ambiguous  and  non-committal,  show¬ 
ing  neither  knowledge  or  understanding  of  the  subject 
and  evidencing  no  faith  or  belief.  When  he  was  asked 
by  some  one  regarding  the  miracles,  one  of  the  clergy¬ 
men  behind  me  said,  “How  can  he  tell  ?  He  was  not 
present.”  And  several  others  gave  their  approval  and 
laughed.  Another  said :  “The  young  man  is  displaying 
great  brilliance  pf  mind,  and  we  should  not  keep  such  an 
intellect  out  of  our  church.” 

We  were  steadily  growing  more  and  more  stirred  up, 
and  then  one  of  our  elders,  Mr.  Hans  P.  Freece,  who 
regularly  represents  us  in  the  presbytery,  and  who  has  a 
right  to  address  the  body,  asked  the  following  questions : 

“Do  you  believe  that  Jesus  Christ  had  a  physical  body?” 

“Yes,”  answered  Mr.  Fuller. 

“Do  you  believe  that  Jesus  Christ  had  a  physical 
mother  ?” 

“Yes,”  answered  Mr.  Fuller. 

“Do  you  believe  that  Jesus  Christ  had  a  physical 
father  ?” 

“Yes,”  replied  Mr.  Fuller. 

Mr.  Freece  sat  down,  and  we  and  everybody  else 
seemed  to  be  shocked  into  silence;  but  quickly  some  of 
Mr.  Fuller’s  friends  objected  to  the  questions,  claiming 
they  were  unfair.  They  also  claimed  that  by  asking  the 
questions,  Mr.  Freece  had  tried  to  trap  and  snare  and 
mislead  the  candidate,  and  there  was  an  uproar  for  a  few 
minutes.  Mr.  Freece  then  asked  the  following  question : 

“You  have  stated  that  you  believe  that  Jesus  Christ  had 
a  physical  father.  Now  will  you  please  state  who  you  be¬ 
lieve  that  physical  father  was  ?” 

The  room  was  again  in  a  near  riot.  Several  so-called 
“modernists”  were  on  their  feet  protesting.  Some  said 
that  Mr.  Fuller  had  not  said  that  Christ  had  a  physical 
father.  Some  said  he  has  said  it,  but  was  tricked  into 
saying  it.  They  all  agreed  that  the  examination  by  Mr. 
Freece  was  totally  unfair,  and  that  it  would  be  entirely 
(Continued  on  Page  17) 


!ott  and  Moody — New  Cojnrades 
jin  the  Outer  Darkness  (juJ^y  , 

npHE  PRESBYTERIAN,  our  conKSjw&ry ^that^ 
X  watches  over  the  journalistic  end  of  the  fundamentalist 
cause  in  that  denomination,  is  having  a  busy  time  these 
;  days  consigning  people  to  the  outer  darkness.  Scarcely  a 
j  week  goes  by  in  which,  to  the  solemn  notes  of  an  appropri- 
•  ate  pietistical  dirge,  it  does  not  discover  some  new  wolf  in 
|  sheep’s  clothing,  and  run  him  out  of  the  fold.  Having 
I  worked  up  its  technique  on  Dr.  Fosdick,  the  paper  has  per- 
]  fected  it  on  Dr.  Nixon,  Dr.  van  Dyke,  and  Dr.  Erdman. 

1  But  the  unmasking  of  the  religious  pretenses  of  these  was 
'j  hardly  in  a  class  with  its  latest  coup  in  the  name  of  ortho- 
|  doxy.  Two  new  apostates  now  sneak  away  to  hide  their 
(shame  in  the  sinister  gloom  with  the  rest  of  the  heretics. 
iAnd  who  are  there?  Who,  indeed,  but  John  R.  Mott  and 
•William  R.  Moody!  The  lynx-eyed  editor  has  found  the 
names  of  both  on  a  committee  of  counsel  and  endorsement 
•i  announced  in  connection  with  the  current  campaign  for 
"(funds  of  Union  Theological  seminary.  Mr.  Mott,  he  says, 
^represents  the  Y.  M.  C.  A.  and  Mr.  Moody  the  Northfield 
(conference  and  schools,  and  hence,  “neither  the  Y.  M.  C.  A. 
nor  Northfield  have  any  right  to  expect  endorsement  of 
their  doctrinal  attitude  from  the  evangelical  church.”  That 
settled,  the  editor  proceeds  to  mourn  over  the  fate  of  the 
two  new  heretics  in  a  fashion  that  ought  to  move  them — in 
one  way  or  another.  “We  certainly  hope,”  says  the  paper, 
“that  these  men,  once  so  greatly  beloved  and  trusted  by  the 
evangelical  church,  will  some  day  come  to  themselves  and 
will  arise  and  return  to  the  home  of  their  fathers  and  their 
[God.  May  God  keep  them  from  injuring  others  while  they 
[are  in  the  far  country!”  If  this  kind  of  thing  keeps  up  it 
•will  not  be  long  before  the  only  Christians  left  in  the  coun- 
Itry  will  be  the  editor  of  the  Presbyterian  and  his  distin¬ 
guished  contributing  editor,  Dr.  Machen. 
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March  28,  1925. 


The  First  Church  and  Dr.  Fosdick 


To  the  Church  Public : — 

The  press  has  contained  so  many  confusing  and 
often  misleading  reports  concerning  the  relations 
between  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York 
City  and  Dr.  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick,  that  the  Ses¬ 
sion  here  presents  a  summary  of  the  facts  in  the 
hope  that  a  clearer  understanding  will  remove  er¬ 
roneous  impressions.  Any  one  who  desires  a  fuller 
statement  may  secure  it  by  sending  to  the  First 
Church  for  a  copy  of  a  pamphlet  entitled,  “The  First 
Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York  and  Dr.  Fosdick,” 
in  which  are  printed  the  official  actions  and  com¬ 
munications.  In  brief  the  facts  are  as  follows : 

1.  In  1918,  after  many  downtown  churches  in 
New  York  had  abandoned  that  needy  section  of  the 
city,  three  Presbyterian  churches — -First,  University 
Place  and  Madison  Square — determined  to  combine 
their  resources  and  endeavor  to  continue  Christian 
service  where  it  was  so  greatly  needed.  They  were 
consolidated  under  the  name  of  The  First  Presby¬ 
terian  Church. 

2.  The  three  pastors  were  all  men  upon  whom 
the  burden  of  years  rested  heavily.  Two  became 
pastors  emeriti;  one,  Dr.  Alexander,  was  installed 
as  pastor,  but  it  was  recognized  that  he  must  have 
pulpit  as  well  as  other  assistance.  The-  church 
sought  to  secure  the  services  of  one  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  preachers  of  Presbyterianism,  He  did  not  feel 
called  to  accept  the  invitation  and  the  congregation 
seemed  in  danger  of  disintegration. 

3.  While  seeking  a  pastor,  the  Session,  as  was  its 
unquestioned  right,  invited  various  ministers,  some 
belonging  to  other  evangelical  denominations,  to 
preach  from  its  pulpit.  Among  these  was  Dr.  Fos¬ 
dick.  His  preaching  was  so  attractive  to  the  congre¬ 
gation  and  so  effective  in  upbuilding  the  church  and 
furthering  that  Christian  service  for  which  the  con¬ 
solidation  had  been  effected,  that  there  arose  an  in¬ 
sistent  demand  for  some  arrangement  which  would 
assure  the  continuance  of  his  pulpit  work. 

4.  Under  such  circumstances,  and  our  General 
Assembly  having  just  declared  its  conviction  that 
“the  time  had  come  for  organic  union  of  the  evan¬ 
gelical  churches  of  America,”  the  church  sought  and 
secured  unanimous  approval  of  Presbytery  for  a 
special  arrangement  by  which  Dr.  Fosdick  became 
the  regular  morning  preacher  during  a  portion  of 
each  year.  He  stipulated  that  the  compensation 
should  not  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  a  year,  which 
amount  he  had  been  receiving  for  outside  public 
ministry,  and  which  is  but  a  fraction  of  what  is  re¬ 
ceived  by  many  metropolitan  ministers.  His  min¬ 
istry  has  been  richly  blessed,  especially  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  young  people  who  have  been  transformed  in 


spirit  and  life.  The  Reverend  Thomas  Guthrie 
Speers  was  made  the  usual  evening  preacher  and 
installed  as  associate  pastor. 

5.  Immediately  following  the  critical  action  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  1923  Dr.  Fosdick  offered 
his  resignation.  The  Session  declined  to  transmit 
it  to  the  congregation  until  the  whole  matter,  then 
under  review  in  the  Presbytery,  had  been  determined 
by  Presbytery  and  report  made  to  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  of  1924. 

6.  When  such  report  was  made,  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  of  1924  determined  that  the  special  relation¬ 
ship  was  “anomalous,”  because  church  law  made  no 
provision  for  such  an  arrangement,  though  there  was 
no  law  against  it.  The  Assembly  also  expressed  its 
belief  that  if  Dr.  Fosdick  could  not  see  his  wa y  clear 
to  join  the  Presbytery  then  the  anomalous  relation¬ 
ship  should  be  termined.  Upon  Dr.  Fosdick's  return 
to  America  from  a  summer  preaching  trip  in  Eng¬ 
land  the  matter  was  laid  before  him  officially  and  he 
decided  that  he  could  not  conscientiously  take  the 
step  suggested.  He,  therefore,  presented  his  resig¬ 
nation  a  second  time. 

7.  The  official  communication  from  the  Presby¬ 
tery  and  Dr.  Fosdick’s  resignation  were  laid  before 
the  First  Church  at  a  congregational  meeting  held 
on  October  22nd,  1924.  While  convinced  that  Dr. 
Fosdick’s  teaching  is  not  subversive  of  Presbyterian 
beliefs,  but  of  a  character  which  reestablishes  and 
vitalizes  evangelical  faith,  nevertheless,  out  of  def¬ 
erence  to  the  General  Assembly,  his  resignation  as 
associate  pastor  was  accepted  to  take  effect  at  such 
time  as  the  Session  and  the  Presbytery  should  de¬ 
termine.  To  avoid  the  destruction  of  all  of  the  plans 
of  the  church  for  its  winter’s  work,  that  date  was 
finally  fixed  by  Presbytery  as  March  1,  1925,  at 
which  time  Dr.  Fosdick’s  relation  as  associate  pastor 
was  ended. 

8.  In  accepting  Dr.  Fosdick’s  resignation,  the 
Session  also  invited  him  to  preach  from  its  pulpit 
from  time  to  time,  just  as  it  had  invited  him  to  do, 
and  as  he  had  done,  before  the  special  relationship 
was  established,  as  is  the  unquestioned  right  of  any 
Presbyterian  Session.  Dr.  Fosdick  is  an  evangeli¬ 
cal  minister  in  good  standing  and  entitled  not  only 
to  preach  from  any  of  our  pulpits  but  also  to  sit  as  a 
corresponding  member  (though  without  vote)  in 
any  of  our  Presbyteries. 

The  Session  respectfully  asks  that  all  of  its  actions 
be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  above  stated  facts. 

Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
By  Thomas  Guthrie  Speers. 

Clerk  pro  tem.  of  Session. 


BY  FUNDAMENTALISTS 


Princeton  Theological  Seminary 
Professor  Removed  as 
Student  ftdviser. 


OPPOSED  BY  DR.  MACARTNEY 


His  Enemies  Win  by  a  Close  Vote 
Following  a  Faculty  Contest — 
Dr.  Wilson  Succeeds  Him. 
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P  New  York  Times. 

April  5.— The 


Special  to 

PRINCETON, 

Faculty  of  the  Princeton’  Theological 
Seminary  has  removed  Dr.  Charles  R. 
Erdman,  Professor  of  Practical  Theolo¬ 
gy.  long  the  object  of  bitter  attacks  by 
the  extreme  Fundamentalists  in  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  from  the  position 
of  Student  Adviser,  which  he  has  held 
for  the  last  eighteen  years.  He  retains 
,his  position  in  the  Faculty 

The  removal  or  Dr.  Hrdman  and  the 
election  in  his  place  of  the  Rev.  Robert 
Dick  Wilson  mark  the  culmination  of 
a  long  fight  in  which  Dr.  Erdman  has 
been  assailed  by  the  extreme  Fundamen¬ 
talists  under  the  leadership  of  Dr.  Clar¬ 
ence  Macartney.  Moderator  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  Professor  J. 
Gresham  Machen  of  the  Princeton  Theo¬ 
logical  Seminary  as  being  too  concilia¬ 
tory  in  his  attitude  toward  the  Modern¬ 
ist  movement  in  the  church. 

Dr.  Erdinan’s  removal  is  said  to  have 
cotne  only  after  a  prolonged  fight  in  the 
Faculty  in  which  the  strong  Funda¬ 
mentalists  won  by  a  narrow  margin. 
The  opponents  of  Dr.  Erdman  accuse 
him  of  having  opposed  an  evangelical 
seminary  league  to  take  up  the  Funda¬ 
mentalist  theological  seminaries  of  the 
country  which  the  students  at  the 
Princeton  Seminary  are  attempting  to 
organize.  Dr.  Erdman  maintains  that 
he  was  in  Florida  at  the  time  of  the 
proposals  and  upon  his  return  did  not 
oppose  the  project,  but  merely  pointed 
out  the  difficulty  in  classifying  the  va¬ 
rious  institutions  upon  the  basis  of  their 
orthodoxy. 

Dr.  Erdman  lias  long  been  a  storm 
centre  in  the  struggle  between  the  mild 
conservatives  in  the  Church  and  the  ex¬ 
treme.  Fundamentalists.  At  the  last  Gon- 
eral  Assembly  in  May  he  was  defeated 
for  the  position  of  Moderator  by  Dr. 
Macartney  by  18  votes  out  of  more  than 
000.  Not  long  ago  he  was  attacked  for 
accepting  the  pastorate  of  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church  at  Princeton,  which 
Dr.  Machen  had  formerly  held  and 
which  the  latter  gave  up  after  Dr.  Henry 
van  Dyke  had  left  the  Church  and 
tacked  the  preaching  as  "dismal  and 
bilious."  Dr.  van  Dyke  returned 
his  old  pew  when  Dr.  Erdman  became 
pastor. 

In  a  statement  tonight  Dr.  Erdman 
maintained  that  the  difference  was  not 
a  doctrinal  one  but  one  of  method. 

"The  alleged  grounds,  as  I  understand 
them,  were  that  I  have  not  been  suf¬ 
ficiently  polemic  in  myvattitude  toward 
rationalism,”  he  said.  "I  hold  no  brief 
for  rationalism,  or  Modernism,  as  it  is 
popularly  known.  I  have  been  preach¬ 
ing  Christ  for  thirty-five  ychjLrs,  have 
written  twelve  books  on  Bible  exposi¬ 
tion  and  have  always  been  absolutely 
loyal  to  the  standards  of  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church.  However,  Dr.  Macart¬ 
ney  and  Dr.  Machen  represent  a  party 
which  is  attempting  to  fight  against 
rationalism  in  an  unconstitutional 
method.  An  example  of  this  was  their 
unsuccessful  attempt  at  the  last  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  to  introduce  the  ‘Phila¬ 
delphia  overture,'  which  would  compel 
every  member  of  the  Church  to  re-sign 
the  confession  of  faith  upon  taking  up 
a  new  office. 

"I  \£ish  to  make  it  clear  that  this  issue 
does  not  arise  from  a  question  of  doc¬ 
trine.  Here  at  Princeton  we  are  all 
orthodox,  and  in  tills  respect  there  is  no 
division.  The  only  difference  is  in 
method  and  spirit.  For  my  part,  I  have 
always  attempted  to  be  conciliatory,  be¬ 
cause  I  have  believed  it  to  be  most 
Christian.  ■  I  believe  that  we  should  bring 
every  case  of  supposed  heterodoxy  into 
the  Church  court  and  decide  it  in  a 
constitutional  manner,  and  not  by  dis¬ 
cussion  outside  the  court.  I  deprecate 
the  suspicions  aroused  in  unfair  at¬ 
tacks  made  by  those  who  follow  different 
methods.  All  this  trouble  can  be  ob¬ 
viated  if  we  act  in  a  kindly,  Christian 
spirit  and  with  confidence  in  one  £ 
other.” 

Thp..removnl  of  Dr.  Erdman  is  said 
have  caused  considerabh-  dissension  in 
the  student  body,  with  which  in-  lias 
been  very  popular.  The  new  student 
advisor.  Professor  Wilson.  Is  known  as 
an  ardent  Fundamentalist  and  promin¬ 
ent  in  the  faction  headed  by  Dr.  Macart¬ 
ney  and  Professor  Machen. 
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Special  White  Sulphur  sleeper  dully  from 
Penn  Station,  direct  to  The  Greenbrier. — 
Advt, 


ACTION  ON  ERDMAN 
SPLITS  SEMINARY 

Students  Divided,  Some  Seeing 
Clash  in  Faith  That  May 
Disrupt  Church. 


LOOKING  TO  THE  ASSEMBLY 


Say  Fundamentalists  Are  Ready  to1 
Drive  Modernist  Presbyteries  | 


Out  of  the  Fold. 
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Special  to  The  New  York  Times. 
PRINCETON.  N.  J..  April  0.— The 
campus  of  the  Princeton  Theological 
Seminary  was  astir  with  excitement  to¬ 
day  over  the  dismissal  of  Dr.  Charles 
R.  Erdman  from  the  post  of  student 
adviser,  which  lie  has  held  for  eighteen 
years.  While  opponents  of  Dr.  Erdman 
maintained  his  removal  by  the  Faculty 
came  at  the  request  of  the  Studtfnt 
Council,  his  friends  asserted  that  the 
recommendation  was  made  by  a  small 
group  of  students  under  the  Influence  of 
Professor  J.  Gresham  Machen.  and  was 
strongly  opposed  by  75  per  cent,  of  the 
student  body. 

Dr.  Erd  man's  friends  declare  the  ac¬ 
tion  was  the  opening  gun  in  a  campaign 
of  the  Fundamentalists  to  bring  about 
the  disruption  of  the  Presbyterian  I 
Church  at  the  General  Assembly  in  May 
at  Columbus.  The  party  headed  by  Dr. 
Machen  and  Dr.  Clarence  Macartney  of 
Philadelphia.  Moderator  of  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church,  is  accused  of  desiring  to 
drive  out  of  the  church  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York  and  many  preachers  in 
other  areas  who  are  unwilling  to  sub¬ 
scribe  to  the  Fundamentalist  doctrine. 

See  a  Crises  In  Church. 

Professor  Machen.  backed  by  Dr.  Mc¬ 
Cartney,  who  has  been  nominated  for 
the  vacant  chair  of  apologetics  In  the 
seminary,  declares  Dr.  Erdman  is  in¬ 
different  to  doctrine  and  refuses  to 
"fight  for  the  faith,”  at  a  time  when 
he  sees  the  church  as  passing  through 
a  great  crisis,  and  being  undermined  by 
heretical  and  pagan  teaching. 

Dr.  Erdman's  friends  maintain  lie 
represents  the  vast  majority  of  1  resby- 
terians  through  the  country. 

The  party  led  by  Dr.  Machen  and  Dr. 
Macartney  does  not  deny  the  possibility 
of  a  split  in  the  Church.  Its  leaders  in¬ 
sist  that  purity  of  doctrine  is  a  vital  is¬ 
sue  which  must  be  fought  out  now.  . 
They  declare  that  Princeton  is  the  last 
stronghold  of  the  faith,  when  most  other 
seminaries  have  gone  over  to  the  ratlon- 

aDrS'  Erdman  and  his  friends  assert 
there  is  no  such  widespread  defection 
from  the  doctrines  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  that  most  Presbyterians  are 
orthodox,  and  that  the  magnitude  of  the 
issue  exists  only  in  the  mind  of  the 
Machen  group. 

Student  Feeling  Acute. 

Dr.  Erdman  had  little  to  add  today  to 
his  statement  of  yesterday  except  a  ve¬ 
hement  protest  against  the  tactics  of  his 
enemies,  who.  he  said,  have  persistently 
been  misrepresenting  his  theological  po¬ 
sition  for  more  than  a  year.  He  said 
his  preaching  and  writings  are  the  proof 
of  his  conservatism  and  loyalty  to  the 
standards  of  the  Church. 

Feeling  on  the  issue  is  acute  in  the 
student  body.  Today  two  members  of 
the  Student  Council  declared  that  in 
their  opinion  the  action  of  the  council 
in  requesting  the  Faculty  to  appoint  a 
new  student  adviser  in  place  of  Dr. 
Erdman  did  not  represent  the  desires  of 
the  students.  An  incomplete  canvass 
of  the  undergraduates  seemed  to  show  a 
considerable  majority  leaning  toward 
the  Erdman  side  of  the  controversy. 

Dr.  Macartney  is  to  speak  here  to¬ 
morrow  on  the  subject  of  the  P/esby- 
terlan  Church  and  its  creed.  At  the 
meeting,  which  is  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Student  Association,  resolutions  are 
to  be  offered  thanking  Dr.  Erdman  for 
his  services  as  student  adviser. 

MODERNIST  MINISTERS  BOLT 

Denounce  "Ruthless  Methods”  in 
Naming  Fundamentalist  Delegation. 

PHILADELPHIA,  April  6.-Tlie  Phila¬ 
delphia  Presbytery  today  elected  a  solid 
delegation  of  Fundamentalists  to  the 
General  Assembly  in  Columbus.  Ohio, 
next  month.  Included  in  the  delega-  : 
tion  are  Dr.  Clarence  Edward  Macart¬ 
ney.  Moderator  of  the  General  Assem¬ 
bly:  Dr.  A.  Gordon  MacLennan  and  Dr. 
Davis  S.  Kennedy. 

After  voicing  their  indignation  against 
the  "ruthless  methods"  employed  in  the 
election,  a  group  of  ministers  headed 
by  the  Rev.  Dr.  Joseph  13.  C.  Mockie 
walked  out  of  the  meeting. 

"I  want  to  protest  against  methods 
which  would  do  credit  to  the  political 
machine  which  rules  the  Philadelphia 
organization."  said  Dr.  Mackie.  I 
move  that  the  action  taken  hero  today 
be  communicated  to  Presbyterian 
churches  throughout  the  country  as  an 
example  of  ruthless  methods  in  putting 

tlDrfS  Macartney  tonight  authorized  a 
statement  in  which  he  denied  tl»e  report 
that  he.  together  with  Dr.  J.  Gresham 
Machen,  was  responsible  for  the  action 
of  the  Faculty  of  Princeton  Theological 
Seminary  in  removing  Dr.  Charles  Erd¬ 
man  from  hia  post  as  student  adviser. 
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Fundamentalists  Cause  Re¬ 
moval  of  Student  Advisor  at 
Theological  Seminary. 

PRINCETON,  N.  .T„  April  6. 
— The  removal  of  Dr.  Charles  R. 
Erdinau,  pastor  of  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church  and  pro¬ 
fessor  of  practical  theology  at 
I  the  Princeton  Theological  Sem- 
:  inary,  from  the  position  of 
student  advisor,  which  has  just 
been  ordered  by  the  faculty  of 
i  that  insitution,  is  regarded  to¬ 
day  as  a  notable  victory  for  the 
extreme  fundamentalists  here. 
He  had  held  the  position  for 
eighteen  years. 

The  removal  of  Dr.  Erdman  and 
the  election  in  his  place  of  the 
Rev.  Robert  Dick  Wilson  mark  Uv 
culmination  of  a  long  fight  In 
1  which  Dr,  Erdman  has  been  as- 
1  sailed  by  the  extreme  fundamental 
>sts  under  the  leudereJiip  of  Dr 
larenee  McCartney,  moderator  of 
a  p.--  •  —^church,,  and  Pro- 
mem  <»  •  Mae*** 

DECISION  CLOSE. 

Dr.  Erdman's  removal  is  said  to 
have  come  only  after  a  prolonged 
fight  in  the  faculty,  in  which  tie 
strong  Fundamentalists  won  by  a 
narrow  margin. 

The  opponents  of  Dr.  Erdman 
—  nccuse  him  of  having  opposed  an 
r  evangelical  seminary  league  to 
'  take  up  the  Fundamentalist  theo- 
L  logical  seminaries  of  the  country 
»  which  the  students  at  the  Prince¬ 
ton  Seminary  are  attempting  to 
organize. 

Dr.  Erdman  maintains  that  h4 
was  in  FloridB  at  the  time  of  the 
proposals,  and  upon  his  return  did 
not  oppose  the  project,  but  merely 
pointed  out  the  difficulty  in  classl- 
I  tying  the  various  institutions  upon 
the  basis  of  their  orthodoxy. 

Dr.  Erdman  has  long  been  a 
•  storm  centre  In  the  struggle  be¬ 
tween  the  mild  conservatives  In 
the  church  and  the  extreme  funda¬ 
mentalists.  At  the  last  general  as 
.  serobly  fu  May  he  was  defeated  for 
1  the  position  of  moderator  by  Dr 
‘  Cartney  by  eighteen  votes  out  of 
,  more  than  900, 

'  ACT  DISPLEASES. 

'  Not  long  ago  lie  was  attacked 
for  accepting  the  pastorate  of  tn* 
First  Presbyterian  Church  at 
Princeton,  which  Dr.  Machen  had 
formerly  held  and  which  the  latter 
gave  up  after  Dr.  Henry  van  Dyke 
had  left  the  church  and  attacked 
the  preaching  ns  "dismal  and  bll- 

Ilous"  Dr.  van  Dyke  returned  to 
his  old  pew  when  Dr.  Erdman  be¬ 
came  pastor. 

In  a  300-wovd  -luiemcm  Dr.  Erd- 
man  maintained  that  the  difference 
t  was  not  a  doclrlua)  one.  but  oue  of 
’  method. 

The  removal  of  Dr.  Erdman  Is 
satd  to  have  caused  considerable 
I  dissension  In  the  s'udent  body. 
-  With  which  he  has  been  very  pop 
ular.  The  new  student  advisor, 
Professor  Wilson,  is  known  as  at 
ardent  Fundamentalist  in  the  fac 
tlon  headed  by  Dr.  McCartney  and 
Professor  Machen. 

The  removal  of  Dr.  Charles  1.. 
Erdman  as  student  adviser  of 
Princeton  Theological  Seminary  is 
considered  In  church  circles  as  an 
other  incident  In  a  dispute  within 
the  Presbyterian  Church  that  ha« 
centred  largely  around  the  case  of 
the  ReV.  Dr  Harry  Emerson  Fos- 
dlelc. 


13 


April  18,  1925. 


A  RELIGIOUS  WEEKLY  REVIEW 


485 


put  her  financial  house  in  order  if  her  currency  is 
not  to  go  the  way  of  the  German  mark. 

Turning  History  Inside  Out 
TUDENTS  of  the  chemistry  of  rust  have  dis¬ 
covered  a  magic  means  of  reversing  the  process 
of  twenty  or  thirty  centuries.  They  can  now  take  the 
inchoate  metallic  masses  dug  up  by  archeologists 
in  Asia  Minor  or  North  Africa  or  Italy  or  Greece, 
and  turn  them  back  into  what  they  were  before 
water  and  air  did  their  work.  Corrosion  is'  due  to 
electro-chemical  action.  Reverse  the  electric  cur¬ 
rent  and  the  altered  metal  will  be  changed  into  its 
original  composition  and  redeposited  in  its  original 
position.  John  D.  Rockefeller,  Jr.,  for  instance,  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  electro-chemists  an  ugly  gray-green 
cup  of  Egyptian  bronze  rust.  The  electric  current 
turned  it  into  a  metallic  cat  and  kitten  approxi¬ 
mately  in  the  shape  in  which  it  left  the  hands  of 
the  Egyptian  artist.  V.  Everit  Macy  owned  an  Isis 
which  had  become  little  better  than  an  amorphous 
mass  of  metal.  The  outline  had  suffered  not  only 
from  ordinary  corrosion  but  also  from  “bronze  dis¬ 
ease,”  a  change  in  the  arrangement  of  metals  analo¬ 
gous  to  the  differences  in  the  arrangement  of  carbon 
atoms  in  diamonds  and  graphite.  After  running 
the  current  of  electricity  through  the  statuette  in  the 
reverse  direction  from  that  which  had  reduced  the 
figure  to  a  mere  lump,  the  chemists  washed  it  in 
warm  water  and  brushed  it  off.  Isis  appeared  with 
necklace,  hair,  head-dress,  toe  and  finger  nails,  and 
garments  all  brought  out  distinctly  in  the  metals. 
The  Metropolitan  Museum  in  New  York  has  treated 
something  like  a  hundred  small  art  objects,  jewels 
and  coins,  in  this  fashion.  In  our  own  day,  the 
new  knowledge  of  rust  will  enable  chemists  to  treat 
the  water  that  runs  through  our  pipes  in  such  a 
way  as  to  lengthen  the  life  of  the  pipe  very  greatly. 
Putting  the  water  through  scrap  iron  before  it  en¬ 
ters  the  pipes  exhausts  its  corroding  power  and 
thereafter  the  water  will  do  little  harm  to  metal. 

Faith  in  What? 

HE  other  day  Dr.  Clarence  Edward  Macartney, 
Moderator  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  talked 
to  the  theologs  at  Princeton  about  faith.  Will  the 
seminaries,  he  asked,  train  men  “who  cannot  take  the 
great  venture  of  faith  and  have  not  the  courage  to 
reject  the  evidence  of  the  senses  with  a  magnificent 
‘credo,’  I  believe.’  ”  Dr.  Macartney  lamented  the 
“tendency  to  minimize  the  miraculous  and  the  super¬ 
natural.”  The  whole  address  carried  the  implica¬ 
tion  that  the  man  who  had  faith  was  one  who  be¬ 
lieved  in  a  great  many  things  which  were  contrary 
to  his  experience  and  to  the  evidence  which  we  have 
of  God’s  ways,  as  revealed  in  science,  history,  and 
the  development  of  literature.  One  wondered 
whether  Dr.  Macartney  would  have  thought  Jesus 
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down  from  the  pinnacle  of  the  temple.  Is  faith  in 
strange  events  and  supernatural  powers  a  virtue  in 
itself?  Is  the  Negro’s  reliance  on  his  voodoo,  faith 
of  the  sort  that  we  want  to  cultivate?  What  does 
Dr.  Macartney,  let  us  say,  want  us  to  believe  in? 
That  Jesus  raised  Lazarus?  That  God  made  the 
world  in  six  days  of  twenty-four  hours?  That 
Christ’s  physical  body  rose  from  the  grave?  But 
what  did  Jesus  ask  us  to  believe  in  ?  He  counselled 
us  to  have  perfect  confidence  in  the  care  of  God.  He 
bade  us  make  peace  with  our  enemies.  He  believed 
that  goodness  had  greater  power  than  evil.  As  we 
gather  from  John,  faith  consists  in  doing  the  work  of 
Jesus.  Faith  in  Lazarus'  resurrection  or  in  Jesus’ 
walking  on  the  water,  or  in  His  physical  resurrection 
will  never  produce  that  kingdom  of  God  which  is 
within  a  man.  The  faith  that  Jesus  taught  will. 
The  faith  which  recognizes  all  truth  as  God’s  truth ; 
the  faith  which  learns  God’s  ways  of  doing  things 
and  leads  one  to  live  his  life  in  conformity  with  those 
ways;  the  faith  which  makes  a  man  ready  to  do 
his  topnoteh  best,  taking  all  the  light  he  has  and 
then  go  on,  unconcerned,  though  the  heavens  fall, 
this  sort  of  faith  gives  a  man  the  strength  of  God 
in  his  life;  it  wins  the  victory. 


THE  American  University  at  Cairo  recently  in¬ 
vited  four  hundred  and  fifty  of  the  seniors  at 
El  Azhar,  the  great  Mohammedan  university,  to  see 
the  film,  “The  Gift  of  Life,”  and  hear  the  accompany¬ 
ing  lecture.  The  film  deals  with  the  problem  of  sex. 
The  shieks  departed  with  many  a  bow  and  salaam 
to  the  professor  in  charge,  saying  that  they  wished 
more  of  their  number  might  see  it.  Egyptian  re¬ 
ligious  and  educational  authorities  absolutely  ignore 
questions  involving  sex,  though  the  physical,  men¬ 
tal  and  moral  life  in  Egypt  seems  peculiarly  closely 
woven  into  them. 


SOME  of  the  coal  men  expect  to  see  a  strike  in  the 
anthracite  fields  this  fall.  The  present  wage 
agreement  expires  on  the  last  day  of  August.  The 
retail  coalmen  say  that  the  unions  have  been  steadily 
gaining  strength  among  the  hard  coal  workers,  and 
just  what  will  come  when  the  agreement  expires, 
nobody  yet  knows.  At  any  rate  those  who  fill  up 
their  coa!  bins  now  will  be  insured  against  discom¬ 
fort  next  December. 


ACCORDING  to  WillsE  L.  Felter,  principal  of 
Girls’  High  School  in  Brooklyn,  only  three  out 
of  every  ten  girls  entering  his  school  can  say,  “The 
English  singer  hurt  her  finger,”  without  a  foreign 
accent.  A  music  teacher  in  one  of  the  New  York 
schools  wanted  to  have  the  glee  club  give  the  popu¬ 
lar  “Sing  Along.”  She  had  to  abandon  the  plan; 
the  pupils  persisted  in  singing  “Sink  Alonk.”  Clear¬ 
ly  it  is  not  only  the  leopard  and  the.  Ethiopian  who 


Disgracing  Princeton  Seminary 


DOES  God  love  the  conservatives  as  well  as 
the  liberals?  We  believe  that  He  does.  Will 
the  conservatives  be  saved?  We  can  at  least 
pray  to  that  end  and  we  believe  that  many  of 
them  will  be.  Among  these  we  think  that  Pro¬ 
fessor  Charles  R.  Erdman  of  Princeton  will  be 
numbered.  In  justice  to  Dr.  Erdman  Js  position  as 
well  as  to  our  own  we  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  it 
is  not  his  theology  which  we  think  will  save  him, 
but  his  Christian  spirit.  In  theology  he  counts  him¬ 
self  a  strict  conservative,  even  a  fundamentalist. 
Fundamentalism  is,  we  believe,  essentially  heretical, 
for  it  is  a  pious  form  of  materialism. 

But  real  heresy  is  not  a  theological  matter  at  all. 
It  is  deeper  than  that.  Real  heresy  is  heresy  of  the 
spirit- — 'bitterness,  intolerance,  hatred.  There  is  noth¬ 
ing  of  this  in  Dr.  Erdman.  He  is  tolerant,  kindly, 
lovable.  Although  he  differs  from  the  liberals  he 
does  not  believe  in  shooting  their  ecclesiastical  heads 
off  by  court  martial  proceedings.  He  would  give 
every  liberal  his  constitutional  right  to  be  heard  and 
tried  by  due  process  of  ecclesiastical  law.  His  posi¬ 
tion  Is  very  similar  to  that  of  Gamaliel  who  coun¬ 
seled  a  tolerant  course  in  respect  to  certain  alleged 
heretics  in  Israel :  If  their  work  be  of  God  it  will 
stand.  If  it  be  evil  it  will  come  to  nought.  Because 
of  this  tolerant  attitude  Dr.  Erdman  is  regarded  with 
suspicion  by  Dr.  Clarence  E.  Macartney,  Moderator 
of  the  Presbyterian  General  Assembly  and  leader  of 
the  fundamentalist  heresy  hunters. 

Mark  Twain  said  that  once  when  he  was  in  India 
he  saw  a  man  with  a  dachshund  going  to  hunt  ele¬ 
phants.  Mark  said  he  doubted  the  wisdom  of  it: 
the  dachshund  didn’t  look  bitter  enough.  Dr.  Macart¬ 
ney  and  his  like  believe  that  the  liberals  are  wild 
elephants  and  must  be  hunted  with  the  most  deadly 
weapons  available.  Dr.  Erdman  will  not  do  for. 
them.  He  is  not  bitter  enough  in  his  hatred. 
Therefore  he  is  not  a  fit  person  to  counsel  the  em¬ 
bryo  preachers  of  Princeton.  So  last  week  Dr.  Erd¬ 
man  was  ousted  from  his  position  as  student  ad¬ 
visor. 

The  incident  would  be  too  petty  to  mention  were 
it  not  the  shadow  of  coining  events.  The  ousting 
was  not  done  by  the  students  but  by  a  coterie  of  the 
faculty  under  the  leadership  of  Professor  J.  Gresham 
Machen.  The  students  expressed  their  confidence 
and  affection  for  Dr.  Erdman  on  Thursday  night  of 
last  week  by  gathering  on  his  lawn  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  strong  and  presenting  to  him  a  loving 
cup  in  “appreciation  of  his  most  unselfish  devotion  in 
our  behalf  as  Christian  minister,  inspiring  teacher, 
and  loyal'  friend.”  But  what  the  students  felt  about 
their  advisor  did-  not  count.  The  charges  brought  by 
Dr.  Machen  against  Dr.  Erdman  were,  first,  that  he 


was  not  in  sympathy  with  the  student  desire  to  form 
a  league  of  fundamentalist  seminaries  (the  idea  of 
such  a  league  we  understand  to  have  Dr.  Macartney’s 
approval  and  it  may  have  been  of  his  creation)  ;  and, 
second,  that  Dr.  Erdman  was  not  sufficiently  polemic 
in  defending  the  faith.  Dr.  Machen  mustered  a  ma¬ 
jority  in  the  faculty  and  this  majority  excused  Dr. 
Erdman  from  further  service  as  student  advisor  and 
appointed  Professor  Robert  Dick  Wilson  to  that 
post. 

What  coming  events  does  this  incident  fore¬ 
shadow?  Within  three  days  after  Dr.  Machen  had 
marshalled  his  majority  the  “New  York  Times”  car¬ 
ried  an  announcement  under  a  Philadelphia  date¬ 
line  that  Dr.  Macartney  will  be  nominated  for  the 
Chair  of  Apologetics  and  Christian  Ethics  at  Prince¬ 
ton  Seminary  to  succeed  Dr.  William  B.  Greene  who 
retires.  There  seems  to  be  no  evidence  at  hand  to 
believe  that  Dr.  Macartney  will  be  nominated  for 
this  position  because  of  any  scholarly  training  for  it. 
But  the  position  will  give  him  a  toe  hold  in  the  fac¬ 
ulty.  From  that  toe  hold  he  can  direct  a  campaign 
to  oust  any  professor  who  falls  short  in  bitterness 
against  the  liberals.  If  the  toe  hold  is  not  sufficient, 
what  then?  Well,  how  about  the  Presidency  of  the 
Seminary?  Why  not?  Has  Dr.  J.  Ross  Stevenson, 
who  now  holds  that  position,  acquired  any  scalps  of 
heretics  to  hang  on  his  belt?  Would  it  not  be  better 
to  have  some  one  in  the  chair  who  knows  how  to  hate 
more  ferociously  than  Dr.  Stevenson?  And  once 
President  of  Princeton  Seminary,  and  leader  of  a 
league  of  fundamentalist  seminaries,  and  an  engineer 
of  the  fundamentalist  steam  roller  in  the  various 
Protestant  churches,  the  churches  will  be  saved ! 

Precisely,  but  saved  from  what?  Dr.  Macartney 
and  Dr.  Machen  are  perfectly  sincere  in  their  convic¬ 
tion  that  they  are  trying  to  save  the  Protestant 
churches  from  damnable  heresies,  but  to  many 
earnest  Christians  it  seems  that  these  men  are  trying 
to  save  Protestantism  from  religious  liberty,  from 
freedom  to  worship  God  according  to  the  dictates  of 
conscience,  from  the  right  to  seek  truth  in  whatever 
direction  it  may  be  found.  In  preference  to  that  type 
of  salvation  men  with  any  courage  will  prefer  dam¬ 
nation  instead. 

Meanwhile  what  do  the  directors  of  Princeton 
Seminary  propose  to  do  ?  Are  they  content  with  the 
Macartney-Machen  program  ?  Thus  far  the  Seminary 
has  had  an  honorable  history  as  a  conservative  and 
scholarly  institution.  Will  the  directors  allow  it  to 
be  dragged  now  into  disgrace,  tied  to  the  tails  of 
these  hysterical  hunters  of  heresy?  Or  will  they  pre¬ 
fer  to  continue  in  the  spirit  of  Christ  and  in  Chris¬ 
tian  fellowship  with  all  those  who  count  Him  Lord 
and  Master?  Fred  Eastman. 


of 

New  Brunswick 

To  the  Church  at  large 


A  resolution  adopted  at  the  Annual  Meeting  held  in  the  f 
Church  of  Trenton,  'Njzw  Jersey,  on  Wednesday,  April  fifte 
the  Reverend  J.  C.  R.  Ewing,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  in  the  C 


w  qJ  he  PRESBYTERY  OF  NEW  BRUNSWICK,  having 
elected  its  beloved  member  and  esteemed  Moderator,  Rev.  Charles 
R.  Erdman,  D.  D.,  as  a  Commissioner  to  the  137th  General  Assembly, 
desires  hereby  to  commend  him  to  the  shurch  at  large  for  consider' 
ation  as  a  candidate  for  the  moderatorship  of  the  General  Assembly, 
for  the  ensuing  year.  THE  PRESBYTERY  OF  NEW  BRUNS' 
WICK  considers  him  entirely  worthy  of  and  eminently  fitted  for 
this  high  office  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Because  of  his  whole  hearted  allegiance  and  unswerving  de- 
votion  to  the  doctrinal  standards  of  the  Presbyterian  church  and  in 
view  of  certain  misrepresentations  of  his  theological  position,  this 
presbytery  feels  a  moral  obligation  to  state  definitely  and  unequivo' 
caliy  that  Dr.  Erdman  is  and  always  has  been  unquestionably  true 
to  and  unhesitatingly  loyal  to  all  the  doctrines  of  the  Presbyterian 
church  including  the  Deity  of  Christ,  the  Virgin  Birth,  the  bodily 
Resurrection,  the  Substitutionary  Atonement  and  the  infallibility  of 
the  Scriptures.  In  proof  of  this,  one  needs  only  to  read  his  books 
and  commentaries  on  the  New  Testament.  Dr.  Erdman  has  never 
hesitated  to  stand  courageously  for  these  truths  in  his  teaching,  in 
his  preaching  and  in  his  writing. 

2.  Because  of  his  continued  and  consistent  interest  in  and  service 
of  the  peace  of  the  church,  the  members  of  this  presbytery  know 
and  desire  to  testify  that  during  the  past  two  years  Dr.  Erdman 
has  manifested  an  extraordinary  degree  of  Christian  grace  and  pa' 


tience  in  the  face  of  most  difficult  and  at  times  very  trying 
experiences  and  has  always  acted  in  a  way  befitting  a  minister  of 
Jesus  Christ.  He  has  been  willing  to  sacrifice  himself  and  his  per' 
sonal  feelings  for  the  sake  of  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  church. 
This  presbytery  feels  that  such  a  man  is  especially  needed  at  this 
time  to  lead  the  church  away  from  misunderstanding  and  distrust 
to  a  united  advance  in  her  divine  commission  of  preaching  the 
Gospel  to  a  lost  world. 

3.  Because  of  his  clear  vision  and  statesmanlike  loyalty  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  church  and  its  methods  of  government  and  dis- 
ripline,  this  presbytery  has  reason  to  know  and  desires  to  testify 
that  Dr.  Erdman  is  a  man  of  sound  judgment  and  thorough  under- 
standing.  He  has  convictions  and  is  willing  and  ready  to  fight  for 
them,  but  he  governs  himself  and  his  official  administrations  strictly 
according  to  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter  of  the  church  constitu¬ 
tion  and  gladly  grants  to  his  opponents  the  right  to  do  the  same. 

Believing  that  the  church  needs  at  this  time  a  leader  of  unwavering 
loyalty  to  the  truth  of  the  Gospel  and  free  from  suspicion,  narrow¬ 
ness  and  bitterness,  and  that  Dr.  Erdman  embodies  in  his  beliefs, 
character  and  life  work  to  an  eminent  degree  and  the  gifts  and 
graces  especially  needed  by  the  person  who  may  be  chosen  modera¬ 
tor  by  the  ensuing  assembly,  THE  PRESBYTERY  OF  NEW 
BRUNSWICK  on  this  platform  commends  him  to  the  consideration 
of  the  church. 


Attest ! 

Rev.  George  H.  Ingram,  Stated  Clerk 
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PRESBYTERY  SENDS  DR. 

Special  interest  attaches  to  the  election  of 
Dr.  C.  R.  Erdman,  professor  of  practical  theol¬ 
ogy  of  Princeton  Seminary,  as  moderator  of 
New  Brunswick  Presbytery,  which  met  April  14 
in  Third  church,  Trenton,  N.  J.  Presbytery 
further  honored  Dr.  Erdman  by  electing  him  a 
commissioner  to  General  Assembly  and  com¬ 
mending  him  as  candidate  for  its  moderator- 
ship.  In  accepting  the  moderatorship  of  pres¬ 
bytery  Dr.  Erdman  said : 

“I  accept  this  high  office  with  a  profound 
gratitude  and  a  profound  sense  of  the  honor 
conferred.  In  doing  so,  I,  in  the  first  place) 
again  pledge  my  allegiance  to  all  doctrinal 
standards  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  and-  to 
the  Westminster  Confession  tff  Faith.  I  accept 
the  Bible  as  the  %vord  of  God,  the  only  infallible 
rule  of  faith  and  practice,  and  in  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  Bible  I  have  always  been  a  con¬ 
servative  of  the  conservatives.  I  affirm  my  be¬ 
lief  in  the  deity  of  Christ ;  I  affirm  my  belief 
in  his  virgin  birth  ;  I  affirm  my  belief  in  the 
miracles;  I  affirm  my  belief  in  the  physical 
resurrection  and  ascension  of  Christ  and  in  his 
bodily  return  to  the  earth.  I  believe  that  the 
minister  who  is  disloyal  to  our  doctrinal  stand¬ 
ards  has  no  place  in  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
and  that  he  ought  to  be  separated  therefrom. 

“In  the  second  place,  I  pledge  my  allegiance 
to  the  administrative  standards  and  to  the  gov¬ 
ernment  and  discipline  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church.  I  believe  that  these  standards  provide  the 
adequate  and  ^orderly  means  by  which  cases  of 
disloyalty  should  be  dealt  with,  and  that  any 
controversy  which  disturbs  the  church  would 
largely  disappear  if  the  constitutional  processes 
provided  by  our  administrative  standards  were 
followed. 

“It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  by  loyal  and  un¬ 
swerving  allegiance  to  all  the  standards,  both 
doctrinal  and  administrative,  we  may  together 
keep  our  beloved  church  in  the  paths  of  peace 
and  spiritual  power.” 

The  resolutions  commending  Dr.  Erdman  to 
the  church  at  large  as  a  candidate  for  moder¬ 
ator  stated  that  “the  Presbytery  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  considers  him  entirely  worthy  of  and  emi- 
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ERDMAN  TO  ASSEMBLY 

nently  fitted  for  this  high  office  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  reasons; 

“1.  Because  of  his  whole  hearted  allegiance 
and  unswerving  devotion  to  the  doctrinal  stand¬ 
ards  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  and  in  view 
of  certain  misrepresentations  of  his  theological 
position,  this  presbytery  feels  a  moral  obligation 
to  state  definitely  and  unequivocably  that  Dr. 
Erdman  is  and  always  has  been  unquestionably 
true  to  and  unhesitatingly  loyal  to  all  the  doc¬ 
trines  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  including  the 
deity  of  Christ,  the  virgin  birth,  the  bodily  res¬ 
urrection,  the  substitutionary  atonement  and  the 
infallibility  of  the  Scriptures.  In  proof  of  this 
one  needs  only  to  read  his  books  and  com¬ 
mentaries  on  the  New  Testament.  Dr.  Erdman 
has  never  hesitated  to  stand  courageously  for 
these  truths  either  in  his  teaching  or  in  his 
preaching  or  in  his  writing. 

“2.  Because  of  his  continued  and  consistent 
interest  in  and  service  of  the  peace  of  the 
church,  the  members  of  this  presbytery  know 
and  desire  to  testify  that  during  the  past  two 
years  Dr.  Erdman  has  manifested  an  extraor¬ 
dinary  degree  of  Christian  grace  and  patience 
in  the  face  of  mo9t  difficult  and  at  times  very 
trying  experiences  and  has  always  acted  in  a 
way  befitting  a  minister  of  Jesus  Christ.  He 
has  been  willing  to  sacrifice  himself  and  his 
personal  feeling  for  the  sake  of  the  peace  and 
harmony  of  the  church.  This  presbytery  feels 
that  such  a  man  is  especially  needed  at  this 
time  to  lead  the  church  away  from  misunder¬ 
standing  and  distrust  to  a  united  advance  in 
her  divine  commission  of  preaching  the  gospel 
to  a  lost  world. 

”3.  Because  of  his  clear  vision  and  states¬ 
manlike  loyalty  to  the  constitution  of  the 
church  and  its  methods  of  government  and 
discipline,  this  presbytery  has  reason  to  know 
and  desires  to  testify  that  Dr.  Erdman  is  a 
man  of  sound  judgment  and  thorough  under¬ 
standing.  He  has  convictions  and  is  willing 
and  ready  to  fight  for  them  but  he  governs  him¬ 
self  and  his  official  administrations  strictly  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter  of 
the  church  constitution  and  gladly  grants  to  his 


opponents  the  right  to  do  the  same. 

“Believing  that  the  church  needs  at  this 
time  a  leader  of  unwavering  loyalty  to  the 
truth  of  the  gospel  and  free  from  suspicion, 
narrowness  and  bitterness,  and  that  Dr.  Erdman 
embodies  in  his  beliefs,  character  and  life  work 
to  an  eminent  degree  the  gifts  and  graces  es¬ 
pecially  needed  by  the  person  who  may  be 
chosen  moderator  by  the  ensuing  Assembly, 
the  Presbytery  of  New  Brunswick  on  this  plat¬ 
form  commends  him  to  the  consideration  of 
the  church.” 


CALENDAR  AND  RECORD 


PRESBYTERY  MEETINGS 
Bellingham — Snohomish,  April  28,  7:30  n.  m. 

Cedar  Rapids — Center  Junction,  April  28,  7:30  p.  m 
Des  Moines — Newton  First,  April  27,  2  p.  m. 
Gunnison — Grand  Junction,  April  28,  8  p.  m. 

PRE5BYTEKIAL  MODERATORS  ELECTED 
Casper — G.  L.  Clark. 

Chicago — A.  J.  Ferry. 

New  Brunswick — C.  B.  Erdman. 

Oxford — O.  P.  Thrnilkill. 

Pecos  Valley— Elder  S.  W.  Gilbert,  Artesla. 

Pembina — P.  H.  Pollock. 

Rushvillc — William  Hnrberts. 

San  Jose — W.  C.  Crider. 

Toledo — A.  J.  Funnel). 

Washington  City — W.  F.  Eaglcson. 


WOMEN’S  PRESBYTERIAL  MEETINGS 

Dubuque — Hazleton,  May  1. 

Willamette — Albany,  May  4. 

RESIGNATIONS 

Arizona — Casa  Grande,  B.  H.  Freye.  Peoria,  C.  J 
Dugger. 

Iowa — Grundy  Center,  E.  W.  Benbow. 

Michigan — Ypsilanti,  C.  H.  Elliott. 

New  Jersey — Elizabeth  Gre.vstone,  G.  E.  Bevan 
Hamilton  Square,  W.  H.  Hershey. 

North  Dakota — Snrles,  Calvin  and  Hannah,  E.  E 
Shoffstnll. 

Ohio— Willard,  W.  H.  Christian. 

Pennsylvania — Oakdale.  W.  D.  Lewis.  Pittsburg 
Momlngside,  J.  D.  Campbell. 

CALLS 

Florida — Lake  Alfred,  S.  M.  Engle. 

Illinois — Belvldere,  Arthur  Oates,  Washington,  lows 

Iowa— Sioux  City  Third,  E.  W.  Benbow,  Grundy  CeJ 
ter. 

New  Jersey — Amwell  Second,  W.  J.  Thrush,  Prince 
ton  Seminary.  Atlantic  City  Olivet.  H.  G.  Gaum 

Oregon— Bln  clily  field,  A.  E.  Dnnby,  CressweL 
Brownsville,  H.  R.  Cell,  Newport. 

Pennsylvania — Natrona,  Samuel  Marshall.  Pittsburg 
Blr.ekadore  Avenue,  R.  C.  van  Camp.  Pittsburg 
Lemlngton,  W.  B.  Allen.  Sharon,  L.  O.  Smith. 


Shall  There  Be  a  New  "Tax  Ecclesiae'7 


TN  990/ A.  D.  there  was  established  at  three 
J-  synods  in  France  what 


.  synocfc  in  France  what  was  known  as  the 
Pas  Ecolesiae,  “Peace  of  the  Church.”  It  was 
an  attempt  through  ecclesiastical  action  to  al¬ 
leviate/the  evils  of  private  and  feudal  war¬ 
fare.  such  act  was  forbidden  under 

pain  of  ^^communication.  In  the  eleventh 


Christ  was  proclaimed,”  may'not  h# 
imitate  his  example  in  dealing  with  intellectual 
differences? 

4.  Because  of  the  moral  emergency  of  the 
day.  No  honest  observer  can  doubt  that  there 
is  such  an  emergency.  Conservatives  and  lib¬ 
erals  are  not  divided  on  this  point.  This  is  an 


century  the  Pax  Ecclesiae  was  used  to  promote  ,age  of  moral  experimentation.  To  avert  dis- 


peace  among  Christians  in  order  to  unite  them 
successfully  in  the  crusade  against  the  Moham¬ 
medans.  In  a  word,  the  Pax  Ecclesiae  recog¬ 
nized  the  fact  that  divided  and  antagonistic 
Christian  forces  weakened  the  church’s  power, 
and  also  it  acknowledged  the  right  of  the 
church  to  legislate  in  the  interest  of  peace. 

The  question  naturally  arises  as  to  whether 
the  church  might  not  adopt  a  somewhat  simi¬ 
lar  course  when  the  Christian  forces  of  today 
are  divided  by  theological  strife  which  is  far 
more  hostile  to  her  peace  than  the  clash  of 
arms.  I  venture  to  mention  some  of  the 
reasons  why  this  might  seem  wise. 

1.  Because  the  church  is  weary  of  theological 
debate,  and  there  is  apparently  nothing  more 
to  be  said  that  is  new  or  enlightening  on  the 
subject  at  issue.  A  study  of  current  contro¬ 
versial  literature  gives  evidence  that  the  dis¬ 
putants  are  arguing  in  circles.  The  stage  of 
novelty  has  long  passed.  There  are  no  sur¬ 
prises  either  of  information  or  truth.  A.  fur¬ 
ther  continuance  of  the  debate  only  increases 
rancor  and  bitterness  and  wastes  both  time  and 
energy.  The  audience  is  nodding,  and  con¬ 
stantly  one  hears  the  question,  "what  is  it  all 
about?” 

2.  Because  the  debate  has  descended  from 
argument  to  accusation.  Everybody  is  getting 
ethically  befogged.  Gossip  is  being  accepted  as 
truth.  Rumor  is  taken  for  fact ;  unchristian 
judgments  are  being  pronounced.  Reputations 
are  assailed ;  charges  of  dishonesty  are  being 
used  as  ammunition  in  debate,  and  in  their 
eagerness  to  win  the  contestants  are  forget¬ 
ting  to  be  fair.  Much  is  being  said  that  will 
be  greatly  regretted,  and  an  atmosphere  of  dis¬ 
trust  and  suspicion  being  engendered  which  it 
will  take  years  to  change.  Men  are  champion¬ 
ing  Christ  by  unchristian  methods  and  attempt¬ 
ing  to  define  his  person  while  they  defame  his 
principles.  All  this  is  causing  the  church  to 
lose  prestige,  and  the  gospel  message  is  but 
dimly  heard  midst  the  noise  of  controversy. 

The  only  way  of  escape  from  this  poisonous 
environment  is  that  of  cessation  from  contro¬ 
versy.  There  need  be  no  fear  that  truth  will 
be  endangered  by  such  a  breathing  space. 
Granting  that  the  debate  was  inevitable  and 
even  that  it  is  not  finished,  all  that  is  essential 
will  survive  and  all  that  is  secondary  will  dis¬ 
appear.  During  this  intermission  every  man 
should  be  urged  to  proclaim  a  constructive  and 
winsome  gospel  message  with  no  uncertain  or 
apprehensive  note,  and  should  assume  that  ev¬ 
ery  one  according  to  his  honest  conviction  is 
endeavoring  to  make  Christ  preeminent. 

3.  Because  the  debate  thus  far  has  proved 
that  beneath  all  apparent  differences  there  is 
substantial  theological  agreement.  In  so  far 
as  positive  affirmations  are  concerned  the  vast 
majority  of  Christians  are  at  one.  They  join 
in  affirming  their  belief  in  and  dependence  on 
a  personal  God ;  they  accept  Christ  and  his 
sacrificial  death  as  the  world's  Saviour.  They 
accept  the  Bible  as  inspired,  and  they  believe  in 
Christ’s  resurrection,  in  his  forgiveness  of  sin 
and  the  life  everlasting.  They  are  committed 
to  the  endeavor  to  bring  the  world  into  obedi¬ 
ence  to  Christ.  While  the  debate  has  revealed 
varying  explanations  of  these  doctrines,  it  has 
not  shaken  the  foundational  affirmations.  In 
perfect  honesty  the  whole  church  of  Christ  can 
sing,  “In  the  Cross  of  Christ  I  Glory." 

While  some  include  as  essential  what  others 
regard  as  less  important,  it  has  been  made  lum¬ 
inously  clear  that  so  far  as  positive  statements 
of  belief  are  concerned  there  is  practical  unity. 
Essential  truth  is  not  invalidated  because  vari¬ 
ously  described.  It  is  doubtful  if  unity  in  the 
minutiae  of  doctrinal  statement  is  possible  or 
even  desirable.  To  demand  it  is  to  endanger  it. 
The  oneness  for  which  Christ  prayed  and  for 
which  he  lived  and  died  was  not  intellectual  or 
ecclesiastical  but  spiritual.  Devotion  to  Christ 
is  more  important  than  debate  about  Christ.  If 
Paul  could  overlook  the  defective  motives  and 
arguments  of  the  early  church  and  rejoice  that 
in  every  way,  "whether  in  pretense  or  Jruth, 


aster  there  must  be  united  Christian  resistance. 
In  the  interest  of  a  great  ideal  and  purpose,  and 
against  a  common  peril,  the  forces  of  Christ 
should  be  solidified  in  the  effort  to  build  up  a 
finer  morality.  The  issues  involved  are  too 
ominous  to  be  disregarded,  too  massive  to  be 
handled  singly,  too  immanent  to  be  postponed. 
This  is  not  the  time  for  theological  debate  or 
sectarian  strife.  It  is  a  time  for  mobilization 
for  effective  resistance  and  aggressive  action. 
There  must  be  found  a  substitute  for  the  ex¬ 
pedient  morality  of  today.  It  is  the  duty  of 
the  church  to  lead  in  this  battle  for  rigid  right¬ 
eousness.  A  Pax  Ecclesiae  will  furnish  the 
opportunity. 

5.  Because  there  should  be  no  delay  in  re¬ 
sponding  to  the  demand  of  this  age  for  a  more 
daring  spiritual  interpretation  of  life.  The  em¬ 
phasis  today  must  be  put  neither  on  Christ’s 
doctrinal  nor  social  teaching,  but  on  his  spiritual 
insight.  Men  are  demanding  a  literal  obedi¬ 
ence  to  the  sermon  on  the  mount.  Thomas 
Edison's  remedy  for  the  world’s  moral  sag  is 
to  take  the  “sermon  on  the  mount  out  of  moth 
balls.”  Ex-Secretary  Hughes  says  we  must  cul¬ 
tivate  the  spiritual  life  not  by  centering  our 
attention  upon  dogma,  or  by  sacrificing  intel¬ 
lectual  honesty,  but  by  reflection  upon  the  spir¬ 
itual  verities  of  the  sermon  on  the  mount. 
President  Coolidge  says:  “The  need  of  today 
is  not  for  more  definition,  but  for  more  devo¬ 
tion,  not  for  more  controversy  but  for  more 
consecration,  not  for  more  material  success 
but  for  more  spiritual  insight,”  and  closes  his 
inaugural  with  these  'noble  words :  “America 
seeks  no  earthly  empire  built  on  blood  or  force ; 
no  ambition,  no  temptation  lures  her  to  thought 
of  foreign  dominions.  The  legions  which  she 
sends  forth  are  armed,  not  with  the  sword  but 
with  the  cross.  The  highest  state  to  which  she 
seeks  allegiance  of  all  mankind  is  not  of  human 
but  of  divine  origin.  She  cherishes  no  purpose 
save  to  merit  the  favor  of  almighty  God.” 

The  church  must  respond  to  this  spiritual  op¬ 
portunity.  Christians  must  prove  the  golden 
rule  by  their  lives,  or  stop  talking  about  it. 
There  must  be  a  more  daring  spiritual  inter¬ 
pretation  of  life.  Those  who  accept  Christian¬ 
ity  must  not  shrink  from  all  that  that  message 
of  the  Master  involves.  His  principles  must 
guide  daily  conduct.  An  inspired  Bible  must 
result  in  inspired  lives.  Those  who  accept  it 
will  not  be  excused  if  they  hate  their  enemies 
or  fail  in  brotherly  love,  or  prefer  material  to 
spiritual  riches.  The  challenge  of  this  age  is 
not  primarily  to  the  intellect  or  to  sympathy. 
It  is  to  spiritual  conservation  and  courage.  In 
an  article  which  recently  appeared  the  author 
says :  “I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
greatest  of  all  the  lost  arts — lost  for  these 
twenty  centuries — is  the  great  art  of  living  as 
Jesus  practiced  it.”  It  is  the  business  of  the 
church  to  rediscover  this  lost  art.  This  is  the 
immediate  and  imperative  job  of  every  church 
and  every  member  in  every  church. 

It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  believe  the 
church  would  welcome  from  the  next  General 
Assembly  a  clear  recommendation  for  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  Pax  Ecclesiae  during  which 
the  discordant  voices  of  controversy  should  be 
silenced,  all  disputatious  articles  and  books  be 
left  unwritten,  and  the  whole  church  summoned 
to  faithful  and  fearless  Bible  study,  constructive 
thinking  and  preaching;  holy  living  and  the 
practice  of  the  principles  of  Christ  as  outlined 
in  the  message  from  the  mount.  Surely  no  one 
could  accuse  the  Assembly  of  acting  unconsti¬ 
tutionally  or  going  beyond  its  powers  if  it  at¬ 
tempted  in  this  way  to  lead  the  church  into  a 
great  spiritual  campaign. 

In  addition,  there  should  be  constant  prayer 
for  the  coming  of  Christ’s  kingdom  on  earth  as 
in  heaven.  Prayer  is  a  great  mystery,  but  it  is 
also  a  great  power.  No  one  can  adequately  ex¬ 
plain  it.  Every  one  can  practice  it.  It  has 
tremendous  healing  and  unifying  power.  The 
time  has  come  to  claim  Christ's  promise  to 
those  who  pray  in  faith.  I  venture  to  suggest 
a  form  of  prayer  which  might  be  used  in  pub¬ 
lic  and  private  worship  from  now  until  the 


2  3, 

followers  meeting  of  the  Assembly  and  during  the  period 
of  the  Pax  Ecclesiae : 

Almighty  God,  whose  desire  is  that  thy 
truth  shall  prevade  the  world,  and  who  hast 
entrusted  the  message  of  thy  love  and 
power  into  the  keeping  of  thy  children : 
Grant  that  they  may  be  found  worthy  of 
thy  confidence  and  of  open  channels  of  thy 
grace.  Touch  their  eyes,  that  they  may  see 
the  value  of  things  spiritual  and  eternal. 
Unveil  thy  divine  nature  through  Jesus 
Christ.  Unfold  thy  will  through  thy 
word.  Cleanse  men’s  hearts,  and  control 
their  thoughts,  so  that  all  selfish  desires 
and  defective  motives  may  be  removed.  De¬ 
liver  them  from  suspicion,  enmity  and 
strife.  Guard  them  from  hasty  and  unfair 
words  and  judgments.  Cause  strife  within 
thy  church  and  within  the  brotherhood  to 
cease.  gBind  men  together  in  high  and 
holy  loyalty  to  Jesus  Christ.  Increase  their 
faith,  so  that  they  may  be  unconquerable 
in  the  face  of  every  obstacle.  Fill  them 
with  the  joy  and  enthusiasm  which  bring- 
eth  victory.  Grant  them  that  quietness  of 
spirit  which  stills  all  timid  fears.  Teach 
them  how  to  pray,  and  how  to  incarnate 
their  prayers  in  their  lives.  Make  them 
strong  in  the  Lord  and  in  the  power  of 
his  might ;  and  hasten  the  day  when  the 
church,  instead  of  being  torn  with  strife, 
shall  be  one  in  Christ.  This  we  pray 
through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.  Amen. 

This  article  is  not  a  plea  for  compromise  or 
concealment.  It  is  not  an  attack  upon  any 
party  or  person.  It  is  a  plea  for  conciliation. 
It  is  the  outcome  of  ten  months’  experience 
during  which  after  many  years  of  strenuous 
work  I  have  been  privileged  to  view  the 
church’s  life  from  quiet  resting  places  where 
the  whir  of  her  machinery  was  dim  and  the 
still  small  voice  of  God  clearly  audible.  I  send 
ir  forth  to  my  brethren  and  friends  in  humility 
of  spirit  and  the  hope  that  by  means  of  it  I 
may  not  be  denied  a  share  in  quelling  the 
church’s  unrest  and  leading  her  into  a  larger 
life  of  service  and  spiritual  power. 

Stanley  White. 


Widow  of  French  Pioneer  Dies 

WISCONSIN— Mrs.  Adelaide  Morrell,  widow 
of  Rev.  Henry  Morrell,  for  many  years  follow¬ 
ing  i860  a  pioneer  evangelist  among  Belgian 
and  French  settlers  in  Wisconsin,  died  April  9. 
Her  husband,  born  of  French  refugee  parents 
in  Geneva,  Switzerland,  was  one  of  five  young 
men  to  answer  a  call  to  cross  the  ocean  and 
assist  in  the  evangelization  of  Quebec.  Father 
Chiniquay  was  once  his  Roman  Catholic  op¬ 
ponent  in  debates.  Later  he  became  a  convert 
and  was  instrumental  in  organizing  French 
Protestant  churches  in  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  one  of  them  being  the  church  at  St. 
Anne,  Ill.  Mrs.  Morrell  had  been  bedfast  for 
the  last  seven  years.  Rev.  R.  J.  Blue  of  Green 
Bay  church,  her  pastor,  conducted  the  services 
April  11. 

Dr.  Thomas  W.  Smith,  former  pastor  of 
Westminster  church,  Jacksonville,  Ill.,  supplied 
the  pulpit  of  First  church  of  Wausau  for  nine 
weeks  up  to  and  including  Easter  Sunday. 


Endeavorers  Take  Charge  of  Music 

MISSOURI — The  intermediate  Endeavorers 
of  Louisiana  church,  Dr.  C.  P.  Foreman  pas¬ 
tor,  have  taken  charge  of  the  music  at  the 
Sunday  evening  services. 

Evangelist  C.  E.  Kircher  and  party  have  held 
meetings  at  Ethel,  where  Rev.  D.  Art  Ray  is 
pastor. 

Warrensburg  church,  Rev.  R.  C.  McAdie 
pastor,  pledged  $500  more  than  its  budget  at 
the  every  member  canvass.  More  than  300 
attended  a  reception  given  to  the  new  pastor. 


Stores  Close  for  Noon  Services 
MARYLAND — The  four  Protectant  churches 
of  Oakland  united  in  noonday  holy  week  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  Presbyterian  church,  each  of  the 
ministers  making  short  talks.  A  three-hour 
service  was  held  on  Good  Friday.  For  a  half 
hour  at  noon  on  the  first  four  days  of  the 
week  the  stores  and  business  houses  were 
closed.  Rev.  H.  A.  Grubbs  is  pastor  of  the 
Presbyterian  church. 


|  School  and  College  j 

— Dr.  Frederick  W.  Hinitt  of  First  church, 
Indiana,  Pa.,  recently  conducted  a  series  of 
meetings  at  Macalester  College,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
as  the  representative  of  the  Board  of  Christian 
Education. 

— Records  of  Hastings  College,  Hastings, 
Neb.,  show  that  forty-two  members  of  the 
Barrows  family  have  attended  that  institution. 
The  members  of  the  family  trace  their  ancestry 
back  to  Dr.  Isaac  Barrows,  master  of  Trinity 
College,  Oxford,  England,  and  to  John  Bar- 
rows,  who  settled  at  Salem,  Mass.,  in  1637. 

— What  is  described  as  “the  first  Christian 
conference  for  preparatory  school  boys”  was 
held  April  3-5  at  Princeton,  N.  J.  Nearly  100 
delegates  from  schools  in  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey  and  New  York  were  in  attendance. 
Students  of  the  university  entertained  the  boys, 
and  prominent  undergraduates  addressed  the 
visitors. 

— Presbyterian  young  people  in  Indiana  Uni¬ 
versity,  Bloomington,  are  assisting  the  social 
service  workers  of  the  city  in  caring  for  poor 
families  whose  living  conditions  are  deplorable, 
many  of  them  living  in  discarded  box  cars  on 
the  edge  of  the  town.  The  students  are  get¬ 
ting  practical  mission  experience  in  visiting 
these  people. 

— Westminster  College,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
March  31  completed  the  goal  set  for  it  by  the 
Board  of  Christian  Education.  The  board  of¬ 
fered  the  college  a  share  of  its  challenge  fund, 
provided  the  college  obtain  $250,000.  The 
amount  secured  was  $300,000.  The  college  now 
is  engaged  in  a  campaign  for  the  final  $10,000 
of  a  $60,000  fund  required  to  complete  the 
boys'  dormitory.  The  campaign  closing  date 
is  May  31. 

— The  Philadelphia  Society,  Princeton  Uni¬ 
versity's  century-old  religious  organization,  will 
start  to  build  shortly  in  New  York  city  a 
$350,000  model  tenement  as  part  of  its  “Prince- 
ton-in-New-York”  work.  The  building  prob¬ 
ably  will  be  on  the  lower  edge  of  Greenwich 


triDuuons  trom  alumni  and  undergraduates  of 
$200,000  and  a  mortgage  of  $150,000. 

— The  annual  Lane-Lebanon  alumni  meeting 
will  be  held  May  6  at  2 130  p.  m.  in  the  semi¬ 
nary  chapel,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Addresses  will 
be  by  Dr.  J.  N.  Ervin  and  other  alumni.  This 
meeting  will  be  followed  by  the  alumni  dinner 
at  the  Church  of  the  Covenant,  Cincinnati,  at 
6  o'clock.  The  main  address  at  the  dinner  will 
be  by  Dr.  A.  J.  Brown,  secretary  of  the  Board 
of  Foreign  Missions.  Music  will  be  by  the 
Lane  quartet  and  the  Covenant  orchestra. 
Graduation  exercises  will  take  place  May  7  at 
10  a.  m.  The  address  will  be  by  Dr.  Arthur 
J.  Brown. 


BRIEF  NOTES  FROM  THE  STATES 

NEBRASKA — Rev.  H.  J.  Meinders,  Barnes- 
ton,  is  beginning  a  series  of  special  meetings, 
and  Evangelist  Carl  E.  Kircher  of  Emporia, 
Kan.,  is  evangelist. 

MASSACHUSETTS—' The  Easter  pageant, 
“The  Dawning,”  given  by  the  Sunday  school 
and  choir  of  Union  Square  church  of  Somer¬ 
ville,  Dr.  Wilson  Aull  pastor,  was  so  well  re¬ 
ceived  that  it  will  be  repeated. 

MINNESOTA — The  large  chorus  which  has 
been  organized  in  Pipestone  church,  Dr.  T.  E. 
Campbell  pastor,  gives  a  musical  service  once 
a  month.  Easter  Sunday  evening  it  sang  the 
cantata,  “Christ  the  Victor.”  Mrs.  Campbell 
has  organized  a  junior  Christian  Endeavor. 

ALABAMA — Rev.  R.  H.  Craig  of  the  Water¬ 
loo  group  organized  four  Sunday  schools  dur¬ 
ing  the  year.  A  new  church  was  built  at 
Wright,  and  $700  was  paid  on  the  manse.  This 
group  made  a  net  membership  gain  of  22  per 
cent  during  the  year. — Mrs.  A.  H.  Manley,  wife 
of  the  pastor  at  Albany,  died  March  30. 

FLORIDA — A  men’s  club  of  fifty  members 
and  a  woman's  class  of  twenty-five  have  been 
organized  in  Osceola  Mills  church  during  the 
past  year,  the  latter  by  the  pastor's  wife,  Mrs. 
Thomas  W.  Stewart.  Mr.  Stewart  concluded 
the  first  year  of  his  pastorate  of  this  church 
April  1.  The  church  property  has  been  im¬ 
proved  in  many  ways  during  the  year. 


MINISTERIAL  OBITUARY 


Dr.  Charles  Wadsworth,  Jr.,  for  many 
years  president  of  the  former  Presbyterian 
Board  of  Education,  died  March  18  at  Sanford, 
N.  C.  Dr.  Wadsworth  was  born  in  Philadelphia 
and  was  graduated  from  the  University  of 
Pennsylvania  in  18S0.  He  was  graduated  from 
Yale  Theological  Seminary  in  1884.  For  three 
years  he  was  assistant  pastor  of  Philadelphia 
North  Broad  Street  church,  and  after  a  two- 
year  pastorate  in  Plymouth  Congregational 
church,  Worcester,  Mass.,  he  became,  in  1890, 
pastor  of  North  Broad  street  church. 

Dr.  Hezekiah  Magill,  who  resigned  the 
stated  clerkship  of  St.  Louis  Presbytery  last 
January  after  serving  for  twenty-five  years, 
died  April  5  in  St.  Louis.  Dr.  Magill  was  born 
Sept.  12,  1842,  near  Steubenville,  Ohio.  He 
was  a  graduate  of  Jefferson  College  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  and  Western  Seminary.  His  pastor¬ 
ates  were  at  Apollo,  Pa. ;  Council  Grove,  Kan. ; 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  North  Ontario,  Cal. ;  St.  Louis 
Memorial  Tabernacle  and  St.  Louis  Curby  Me¬ 
morial.  Funeral  services  were  held  in  Tyler 
Place  church.  Dr.  D.  M.  Skilling  presiding. 
Addresses  were  made  by  Dr.  J.  W.  Maclvor, 
Rev.  N.  L.  Emver  and  Dr.  F.  L.  Goff.  Inter¬ 
ment  was  at  Goodland,  Ind. 

Rev.  Frederick  F.  Alley  died  in  Denver, 
Colo.,  March  28,  age  87.  He  was  born  in 
Queenstown,  Ireland.  After  coming  to  Amer¬ 
ica  at  the  age  of  18  he  was  graduated  from 
Beloit  College,  Beloit,  Wis.,  and  then  entered 
the  Presbyterian  ministry.  He  served  in  the 
civil  war.  Sent  as  a  pioneer  missionary,  he 
established  several  churches  and  aided  in  found¬ 
ing  two  colleges — Hastings,  and  Doane — in 
Nebraska.  In  1888  he  went  to  Colorado,  where 
he  engaged  in  missionary  work  for  twenty-five 
years.  Mr.  Alley  is  survived  by  four  daughters, 
Mrs.  E.  C.  Ferguson,  Mrs.  C.  C.  Towle  and 
Mrs.  G.  H.  Noble  of  Denver,  and  Mrs.  C. 
Hodgkinson  of  Colorado  Springs. 

Rev.  John  E.  Day,  an  honorably  retired 
nember  of  Southern  Oregon  Presbytery,  died 
•ecently  at  his  home  in  Butte  Falls,  Ore.  Mr. 


Day  was  born  in  1846  in  Bedford,  England, 
and  grew  up  in  the  Weslyan  Church.  After 
coming  to  America  he  united  with  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church,  preaching  in  middle  western  and 
southern  states  before  going  to  Oregon.  He 
lived  in  that  state  almost  forty  years.  He  was 
for  a  time  minister  of  the  Clatsop  Plains 
church,  near  Astoria,  one  of  the  oldest  Presby¬ 
terian  churches  west  of  the  Rocky  mountains. 
Most  of  his  work  was  done  in  pioneer  home 
mission  fields.  Late  in  life  he  would  frequent¬ 
ly  walk  many  miles  and  preach  repeatedly  the 
same  day.  He  was  a  great  lover  of  children  and 
story  telling.  He  is  survived  by  his  widow. 

Rev.  Robert  Edgar  Zeigler,  a  member  of 
Chicago  Presbytery  and  pastor  of  Park  Manor 
Congregational  church,  died  April  8  at  the  Pres¬ 
byterian  Hospital  of  Chicago,  following  an  op¬ 
eration  for  ulcers  of  the  stomach.  Mr.  Zeigler 
was  born  Oct.  9,  1885  in  Hagerstown,  Md.  He 
was  graduated  from  Johns  Hopkins  University 
in  1905  and  Drew  Seminary  in  1908.  After 
graduation  he  was  associate  pastor  of  the  Pres¬ 
byterian  church  in  Succasunna,  N.  J.,  later  at¬ 
tending  United  Free  Church  College  of  Glas¬ 
gow  under  a  fellowship  from  the  seminary.  He 
also  held  pastorates  in  Baltimore,  Sykesville, 
Md.,  and  St.  Paul’s  M.  E.  church,  Chicago. 
From  1918  to  1920  he  was  chaplain  in  the 
United  States  army,  serving  at  Whipple  Bar¬ 
racks,  Ariz.  He  was  also  identified  with  the 
Twelfth  cavalry  at  Columbus,  N.  M.  At  the 
time  of  his  death  he  was  a  reserve  officer  of 
the  65th  cavalry  division.  Mr.  Zeigler  joined 
Chicago  Presbytery  in  1920  when  he  became 
pastor  of  the  Federated  church  at  Harvey,  Ill., 
where  he  served  until  eight  months  ago  when 
he  became  pastor  of  Park  Manor  Congregational 
church.  Funeral  services  were  conducted  by  a 
number  of  Congregational  ministers  and  by 
Dr.  Henry  Seymour  Brown.  A  military  funeral 
was  conducted  bv  the  Englewood  post  of  the 
American  Legion  conducted  by  Captains  Byron 
Youngman  and  A.  F.  Ewert.  Interment  was  at 
Mount  Pleasant,  Mich.  In  July,  1918,  Mr.  Zeig¬ 
ler  was  married  to  Miss  Wilhelmine  Holz- 
hauser,  who  had  spent  four  years  as  a  medical 
missionary  in  Turkey.  She  and  Mr.  Zeigler's 
parents  survive  him. 


Union  Theological  Seminary 

New  York  City 

TWO  TEN-BAY  SUMMER  CONFERENCES 

Fourth  Annual  Conference  on  City  Church  Work 

July  2nd  to  1 2th,  1925 
For  Pastors  and  otlior  Religious  Workers, 
men  and  women,  In  City  and  Industrial  Cen¬ 
ters.  Interdenominational.  Intenslvo  Group 
Study.  Lectures  by  prominent  Pnstors  and  So¬ 
cial  Workers. 

For  full  Information  address  Prof.  Gaylord  S. 
■White,  Director  of  the  Deportment  of  Church 
and  Community,  Union  Theological  Seminary, 
3041  Broadway,  New  York  City. 

Fifth  Annual  Mid-Summer  Conferenene  for 
Ministers  and  Religious  Workers 

July  6th  to  17th,  1925 
An  Interdenominational  Conference  with  Lec¬ 
tures  by  the  Rev.  Henry  Slonno  Coffin.  D.  D., 
Thnddeus  H.  Ames,  M.  D.,  Prof.  I’.  O'Connell. 
Prof.  Kemper  Fullerton,  Prof.  John  Bnlllle 
and  Prof.  James  Everett  Frame,  on  The  Min¬ 
istry.  Psychoanalysis,  Race  and  Religion, 
the  Meaning  of  Religion,  Old  and  New  Tes¬ 
tament  Study. 

For  full  information  address  the  Rev.  Arthur 
L.  Swift,  Jr.,  Director,  Union  Theological 
Seminary,  3041  Broadway,  New  York  City. 


PENN  HALL 

19G6  Ch&mlbeirsbwgp  Peimsylva&sa  1925 

School  for  Girls  and  Junior  Conservatory  of 
Music.  Aim — Full  Development  of  True  Woman¬ 
hood.  Regular  and  Special  Courses.  Accredited 
School  of  Music.  Special  ciesses  for  college  prepa¬ 
ration.  Intensive  training. 

New  Arts  Building  and  Auditorium  completed 
before  opening  in  September.  Every  dormitory 
room  communicates  with  bath.  Twenty-acre  ath¬ 
letic  field,  twenty-ftve-ncre  campus,  one-hundred- 
and-twenty-slx-acre  farm  adjoining  campus. 

May  each  year  spent  at  seashore.  Work  not 
interrupted.  Wholesome  work  and  wholesome 
play  make  wholesome  womanhood.  Golf  {nine 
holes),  tennis,  hockey,  basketball,  canoeing, 
horseback  riding,  track.  Catalog  and  views  upon 
request.  Rates  $008. 

FRANK  S.  MAGILL,  A.M.,  Headmaster,  Bo*  C 


OUR  TOOLS 

The  tools  of  a  college  are 
varied.  The  mam  expense  is 
payroll.  No  college  can  be 
without  instructors,  and  even 
the  small  salaries  these  men 
and  women  receive  require  a 
certain  income.  Larger  en¬ 
dowment  means  larger  in¬ 
come.  We  need  both. 


President  John  C.  Achesctn 

CALESTER 

_  85?.  BAUD,  HSW. 

tt c  Jf  f  1 R  '  vV  TPS 


Accredited,  Coed¬ 
ucational  Chris¬ 
tian.  Under  Pres¬ 
byterian  control.  I 
Most  beautiful  location  In  Iowa.  One  of  only  ! 
three  accredited  colleges  In  western  half  of  state.  | 
For  information  address 


iSSSSWSLWU 

Well  Located.  Beautiful  Campus.  New  Plant. 
Up-to-date  Dormitories  for  Young  Women.  Healthful. 
Economical.  Class  "A.”  For  full  information  ad¬ 
dress  Pres.  T.  M.  McMiehael,  Monmouth,  Illinois. 


for  53  young  women,  carefully  selected .  Wonderful 
location,  Superior  advantages.  Accredited.  Junior 
college.  Preparatory.  Special.  Fiat  rats,  $1,000.  In¬ 
cludes  music.  $500  scholarship  to  talented  daughter 
of  minister  or  teacher.  Writ©  GLENDALE  COLLEGE, 
Glendale,  Ohio,  (Suburban  tc  OiaelBnati.) 


“Old  minds" 


ILLINOIS  COLLEGE 

High  standards,  Christian  atmosphere,  coeducational. 
Departments:  College.  Music,  Expression.  Address 

PRES.  C.  H.  RAMMELKAMP,  Jacksonville,  Illinois. 


£Y  BALD- 
Virginia. 

sy.  Unsur- 


MARY  BALDWIN  COLLEGE  AND  MARY  : 

WIN  SEMINARY,  Est,  1842.  Staunton,  V 

Opens  Sept.  10th.  In  Shenandoah  Valley. _ 

passed  climate,  modern  equipment.  Courses:  Colleg¬ 
iate,  4  years,  A.  B.  Degree,  Preparatory,  4  years. 
Music,  Art,  Expression,  Domestic  Science.  Athletics. 


Gymnasium  ! 


Catalog. 


TUSCULUM 


A  thorough  Chrlstlau- 
character-bulldlug  Col- 
Established  mi. 


President  C.  O.  Gray.  B.D.,  GreenevllJe,  Tern 


April  30,  1925 
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come  more  and  more  frequent  until  all  the  people  of  the 
land  get  the  impression  that  the  prohibition  law  is  not 
to  be  flouted  any  more  than  the  laws  against  stealing  or 
murder.  Some  of  the  newspapers  complaining  so  loudly 
have  given  great  aid  to  the  cx-eation  of  the  situation  of 
which  they  complain. 


The  Situation  m  Bulgaria, 

It  is  impossible  at  this  time  to  arrive  at  any  certainty 
concerning  the  exact  situation  in  Bulgaria.  Since  the 
outrage  reported  last  week  in  which  180  people  were 
killed  and  hundreds  injured  in  an  attempt  to  assassinate 
King  Boris,  who  was  attending  a  funeral  in  the  cathedral 
bombed,  a  rigid  censorship  has  been  in  effect.  It  may  be 
accepted  as  true  that  Peter  Zatgorski,  a  beadle  of  the 
Sveti  Krai  cathedral,  has  confessed  to  complicity  in  the 
outrage,  and  that  he  named  Xosta  Yankoff  and  Ninkoff, 
the  latter  a  former  officer  in  the  engineer  corps,  as  the 
principal  authors  of  the  outrage.  According  to  reports 
from  Sofia  both  these  men  have  been  killed  while  resist¬ 
ing  arrest.  There  are  many  rumors  afloat,  but  the  gov¬ 
ernment  continues  to  report  the  situation  well  in  hand. 
The  government  regards  the  situation  sufficiently  serious 
to  warrant  asking  the  inter-allied  military  commission  to 
be  permitted  to  raise  10,000  additional  troops  to  combat 
it.  This,  naturally,  is  regarded  with  some  suspicion  by 
Jugo-S3avia.  Sofia  claims  that  the  outrage  was  accord¬ 
ing  to  plans  drawn  up  in  Moscow,  which  plans  have  been 
captured  by  the  police.  The  charge  that  it  was  inspired 
by  Russian  communists  is  made  from  other  sources  but  is 
vehemently  denied  by  representatives  of  the  soviet  gov¬ 
ernment  .  London  newspapers  for  the  most  part  accept 
the  view  that  the  Bulgarian  government  is  engaged  in 
quelling  a  desperate  communist  rebellion,  initiated  and 
fostered  from  Moscow.  It  is  unofficially  reported  that 
the  British  government  favors  the  Bulgarian  request  for 
permission  to  increase  her  army  by  10,000  men.  It  is  to 
be  hoped  that  the  reports  from  Sofia  indicating  that  the 
government  still  has  the  situation  in  hand  are  substan¬ 
tially  true,  for  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  to  have  the 
whole  of  the  Balkans  aflame  if  disorder  should  persist  in 
Bulgaria. 


Sweet  Politics, 

We  are  familiar  with  the  saying  indicating  that  an 
interesting  situation  is  likely  to  arise  “when  Greek  meets 
Greek.”  Recent  announcemnts  as  to  the  extent  of  Amer¬ 
ican  investment  in  Cuban  sugar  indicates  an  equally  in¬ 
teresting  situation  in  the  matter  of  America's  supply  of 
sugar.  _  For  some  time  it  has  been  felt  that  American 
capitalists  had  extensive  holdings  in  Cuban  sugar,  but  it 
is  only  within  the  last  few  days  that  surmise  has  given 
place  to  knowledge.  Arturo  Padro,  Cuban  charge  d’af¬ 
faires  at  Washington,  announced  recently  that  the  invest¬ 
ment  of  American  capital  in  Cuban  sugar  exceeds  $1,- 
000,000,000,  and  that  more  than  80  per  cent  of  the  1923- 
24  crop,  or  2,452,304  tons  of  sugar,  came  from  American- 
owned  mills.  This  is  210,000  tons  more  sugar  than  is 
obtainable  from  the  beet  sugar  states  and  from  the  cane 
plantations  of  Louisiana,  Texas,  Porto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  Hawaii  and  the  Philippines,  taken  together.  These 
figures  would  indicate  that  the  tariff  on  Cuban  sugar 
is  largely  a  matter  of  holding  the  balances  even  between 
American  interests.  We  must  have  Cuban  sugar,  but  not 
in  a  way  to  leave  us  wholly  dependent  upon  the  Cuban 
supply,  unless  it  should  appear  that  that  supply  were 
capable  of  very  great  increase. 


Dawes  Appeals  t©  the  Country. 

Vice-President  Dawes  is  making  good  his  announced 
purpose  to  carry  his  insistence  upon  a  revision  of  Senate 
rules  to  the  country.  He  had  not  expected  to  open  his 
campaign  until  the  recent  meeting  of  the  Associated 
Press  in  New  York,  but  circumstances  called  forth  a 
strong  expression  of  his  views  in  Boston,  in  which  Sena¬ 
tor  Butler,  of  Massachusetts  concurred  and  to  which  the 
audience  gave  unanimous  approval.  His  purpose  is  to 
speak  in  those  states  whose  representatives  have  not  yet 


announced  their  support  of  his  proposal,  believing  that 
the  insistence  of  a  senator’s  constituency  will  'be  more 
effective  than  his  persuasiveness.  To  many  people  it  may 
appear  as  if  his  course  is  somewhat  presumptuous,  inas¬ 
much  as  he  is  not  a  member  of  the  Senate  in  the  fullest 
sense.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  very  essential  sense 
in  which  he  is  a  member  of  the  Senate,  elected  by  the  peo¬ 
ple  at  large.  He  is  the  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate 
and  has  the  right  to  a  vote  in  case  of  a  tie.  He  also  has 
a  right  to  speak  in  the  senate  in  interpreting  existing 
rules.  There  is,  therefore,  a  fitness  in  his  carrying  his 
views  to  the  people,  and  it  is  believed  that  those  views 
will  receive  large  sympathy  from  the  people. 


Dr.  Vance’s  Sermon. 

Over  a  year  ago  Dr.  James  I.  Vance  preached  in  his 
own  church  in  Nashville  a  notable  sermon.  The  editor 
had  the  privilege  of  hearing  it  and  reported  the  gist  of 
it  for  readers  of  this  paper.  In  is  now  reproduced  in 
full  at  the  request  of  Mr.  A.  A.  Hyde  of  Wichita,  Kansas, 
who,  along  with  thousands  of  others,  has  been  impressed 
with  the  sound  sense  and  fine  Christian  spirit  set  forth 
in  this  discourse,  already  printed  in  leaflet  form.  It  is 
commended  to  the  earnest  attention  of  all  readers.  Strange 
to  say,  this  excellent  sermon,  applying  so  pertinently  the 
plain  teachings  of  Jesus  himself,  has  lately  been  sharply 
criticised  by  The  Presbyterian,  which  declares  many  of 
its  statements  to  be  false  and  puts  Dr.  Vance  on  its 
“blacklist”  of  “Indifferentists”  {which  to  The  Presbyter¬ 
ian  means  heretics)  because  of  this  very  argument  in 
behalf  of  the  Christian  way  of  life.  Surely  something 
has  gone  wrong  with  the  spirit  of  a  journal  which  can 
condemn  a  Christian  minister  for  so  clear  and  forceful 
a  presentation  of  Christian  truth.  Read  the  sermon  and 
judge  -for  yourself. 


Board  Receipts  for  1 924-25. 

Tentative  reports  from  the  boards  of  the  church  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  Board  of  Foreign  Missions  closed  the  year 
with  all  bills  paid  and  a  small  surplus,  on  account  of 
which  all  will  rejoice.  The  Board  of  National  Missions 
seems  to  have  a  considerable  deficit — approximately  $500,- 
000.  This  is  disappointing,  yet  it  is  not  remarkable  that 
a  year  of  perplexity  and  reorganization  should  mean 
larger  expense  and  smaller  income,  as  seems  to  have  been 
the.  case.  The  Board  of  Christian  Education  also  falls 
short  of  meeting  its  budget,  but  it  cannot  be  said  that 
this  was  unexpected.  The  demands  upon  this  board  in¬ 
creased  greatly,  some  of  the  sources  of  income  from 
which  educational  work  was  formerly  supported  were 
transferred  to  other  work  by  Assembly  action  and  the 
consolidation  into  this  board  of  several  agencies  which 
had  generous  personal  supporters — Men’s  Work  and  Tem¬ 
perance,  for  instance — was  almost  certain  to  reduce  the 
total  income.  In  fact,  the  deficit  was  foreseen  a  year 
ago,  but  the  board  had  to  choose  between  an  almost  cer¬ 
tain  deficit  and  the  failure  to  do  what  was  demanded  of 
it  by  the  church.  At  this  writing  no  report  has  come 
from  the  Board  of  Relief  and  Sustentation. 


Supreme  C©isrt  Upholds  Law. 

Whatever  a  number  of  our  newspapers  may  think,  the 
U.  S.  Supreme  Court  is  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  the 
prohibition  law  is  entitled  to  the  same  respect  in  court 
which  is  shown  for  any  other  law.  In  an  unusual  num¬ 
ber  of  cases  involving  appeals  from  convictions  under 
the  prohibition  law,  April  20,  the  court  upheld  convic¬ 
tions  in  lower  courts  in  every  case.  Some  of  these  cases 
involved  a  reaffirmation  of  the  decision  that  automobiles 
may  be  searched  and  liquor  confiscated  without  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  a  search  warrant.  Others  were  cases  of  manu¬ 
facturers,  involving  thousands  of  dollars  in  fines  and  con¬ 
siderable  prison  terms.  It  will  not  take  many  days  like 
this  in  Supreme  Court  to  furnish  ample  precedents  fol¬ 
lower  courts,  and  to  impress  upon  the  minds  of  offenders 
that  it  is  a  waste  of  time,  money  and  energy  to  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court  in  such  cases. 
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A  Dogma  Or  a  Person 


By  James  I.  Vassee,  D.D. 

A  Sermon  from  Luske  9:  SO,  Reprinted  for  Wider  Distribution  by  Desire  of 
Elder  A.  A.  Hyde  of  Wichita,  Kansas. 


“Jesus  said  unto  him,  Forbid  him  not,  for  he  that  is 
not  against  us  is  for  us." 

The  disciples  had  been  engaged  in  controversy. 

Controversy  is  the  name  for  war  when  the  weapons  are 
words;  when  fists  are  used  we  call  it  a  fight;  when  guns, 
it  is  called  by  its  right  name,  war;  and  war  is  hell;  but 
when  only  the  tongue  is  engaged,  we  call  it  controversy. 

The  disciples  have  been  engaged  in  a  war  of  words  over 
which  of  them  shall  be  called  the  greatest.  Picture  those 
holy  men  engaged  in  such  a  quarrel.  They  are  very  much 
in  earnest.  You  can  hear  them  as  they  dispute  with 
one  another.  Peter  says,  “The  place  belongs  to  me.  I 
am  the  one  always  selected  to  preach.”  John  says,  “No, 
the  place  belongs  to  me.  I  am  the  beloved  disciple.” 
James  says,  “You  are  both  wrong.  The  place  belongs  to 
me.  I  am  the  one  the  Saviour  consults  whenever  he  wants 
advice.”  Thus  the  saints  become  politicians.  They  are 
wrangling  over  who  is  to  be  made  chairman,  who  is  to  be 
elected  moderator,  who  is  to  be  chosen  bishop,  who  is 
to  hold  the  reigns  of  power.  It  was  a  sad  sight.  It  is 
a  sight  still  seen.  Because  men  belong  to  a  holy  calling, 
it  does  not  follow  that  they  are  cured  of  controversy. 

Directly  they  add  bigotry  to  controversy.  The  two 
things  are  never  far  apart.  It  is  so  easy  in  the  heat 
engendered  by  controversy  to  become  intolerant.  It  is 
never  a  long  step  from  ecclesiastical  strife  to  theological 
bigotry,  from  self-seeking  to  eensoriousness,  from  church 
politics  to  doctrinal  narrowness  and  dogmatic  intolerance. 
The  disciples  had  met  a  man  who  was  casting  out  devils 
in  Christ’s  name,  and  they  said  to  him,  “Follow  us.”  He 
replied,  “I  cannot  do  it.  I  do  not  recognise  your  author¬ 
ity.  I  do  not  believe  in  moderators  and  chairmen  and 
bishops.”  “Then  you  must  quit  casting  out  devils  in 
Christ's  name,”  and  forbade  him.  You  can  hear  thorn 
talking  as  they  went  on.  “We  must  stop  that  sort  of 
thing.  It  must  be  nipped  in  the  bud.  Otherwise  all  sorts 
of  independent  movements  and  heretical  teachings  will 
be  promoted,  and  soon  the  truth  will  be  lost.” 

Read  Your  Marehmg  Orders. 

They  tell  Christ  about  it.  They  feel  they  have  done 
a  good  day’s  work.  They  have  been  contending  earnestly 
for  the  “faith  once  delivered  to  the  saints.”  They  are 
champions  of  orthodoxy.  They  have  put  down  a  danger¬ 
ous  tendency  in  the  church.  They  wait  for  the  Master  s 
approval.  They  wait  in  vain.  Ke  knows  what  has  been 
going  on.  He  was  aware  of  that  unseemly  strife  about 
who  was  to  be  called  greatest,  and  now  comes  this  blun¬ 
dering,  stupid  confounding  of  bigotry  with  loyalty.  Finally 
Jesus  says,  “It  must  stop.  Never  do  it  again.  Never 
fight  anyone  who  is  fighting  for  me.  You  were  never 
sent  out  to  engage  in  controversy.  Read  your  march¬ 
ing  orders  again.  I  sent  you  out  to  heal  the  sick  and 
cleanse  lepers  and  cast  out  devils  and  preach  the  gospel 
to  the  poor.  Do  not  fight  those  who  fight  for  me,  for  he 
that  is  not  against  us  is  for  us.” 

It  is  well  for  Christ’s  people  today  to  lay  to  heart  what 
he  said  to  those  men.  It  is  a  teaching  the  church  has 
always  needed  to  heed,  but  has  been  so  slaw  to  learn,  so 
reluctant  to  practice.  It  is  so  easy  for  us  to  imagine  that 
we  have  ail"  the  truth,  and  conclude  that  the  kingdom 
stands  or  falls  with  our  sectarian  shibboleths.  It  is  so 
easy  to  mistake  devotion  to  a  dogma  for  attachment  to  a 
person,  and  insist  that  we  are  serving  Christ  when 
we  are  burning  heretics. 

It  is  a  lesson  the  church  needs  seriously  to  lay  to  heart, 
and  especially  today,  for  we  are  threatened  with  a  new 
era  of  bitter  theological  controversy.  You  cannot  pick  up 
a  church  paper  without  reading  something  about  it.  The 
secular  press  has  story  after  story  on  the  subject.  The 
terms  “Fundamentalist"  and  “Liberalist”  are  being  hurled 


from  opposing  camps.  On  one  side  to  be  a  “Modernist” 
is  to  be  a  traitor  to  the  truth;  on  the  other  to  be  a  “Funda¬ 
mentalist”  is  to  be  a  fool.  In  many  of  the  recent  church 
courts  this  fight  has  broken  out.  In  the  Northern  Pres¬ 
byterian  Assembly  it  raged  around  Dr.  Fosdick,  and  the 
charge  that  he  is  not  loyal  to  the  faith  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  his  preaching  in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
of  New  York  City,  and  around  Mr.  Bryan,  who  declares 
that  he  will  run  evolution  out  of  the  church  and  its 
schools.  The  Baptists  have  engaged  in  a  fight  along 
similar  lines.  In  the  Southern  Presbyterian  Church  we 
are  fairly  well  united  at  home,  but  the  fight  has  broken 
out  on  the  mission  fields  in  the  controversy  over  the  Bible 
Union  and  the  National  Christian  Council,  the  Union 
being  promoted  by  Fundamentalists  and  the  Council  be¬ 
ing  tainted  with  Modernism.  Some  of  these  men  are  will¬ 
ing  to  split  the  church  to  carry  their  point.  They  are 
saying  of  their  antagonists,  “Let  them  get  out.”  “And  we 
forbade  him  because  he  followed  not  with  us.”  “Jesus 
said  unto  him,  Forbid  him  not,  for  he  that  is  net  against 


us  is  for  us.” 


The  World’s  Need. 


This  controversy  comes  at  a  bad  time.  The  world 
needs  the  message  of  the  living  Christ.  It  is  a  broken, 
bleeding,  bankrupt  world.  Its  cisterns  are  empty.  It 
finds  no  help  in  the  things  in  which  it  has  trusted.  It  is 
like  the  prodigal  in  the  far  country  when  he  came  to 
himself.  What  it  needs  to  hear  is  the  home  call,  “Come 
unto  me,  all  ye  that  labor  and  are  heavy  laden,  and  l 
will  give  you  rest.”  It  does  not  need  controversy,  but  the 
gospel.  It  is  like  the  wounded  man  on  the  highway  in 
Christ’s  parable  of  the  Good  Samaritan.  Suppose  in¬ 
stead  of  helping,  the  Samaritan  had  hailed  the  priest,  and 
the  two  of  them  had  engaged  in  a  heated  discussion  as 
to  the  differences  between  Jew  and  Samaritan.  It  is 
something  like  this  for  Fundamentalists  and  Liberalists 
to  turn  from  missions  and  spend  themselves  arguing 


theology. 

The  world  recognizes  its  need  as  never  before.  ^,ven 
men  of  the  world  see  that  nothing  short  of  the  gospel  of 
Christ  can  remake  and  rebuild  civilization.  The  only 
way  out  is  through  love  and  good  will.  The  needy  world 
has  on  its  lips  today  the  cry  of  the  man  of  Macedonia. 
“Come  over  and  help  us!” 

The  church  was  never  so  well  equipped  for  a  great 
evangelistic  and  missionary  crusade.  It  has  the  money 
and  it  has  the  men.  Christ’s  followers  have  in  their 
possession  sufficient  means  to  finance  any  missionary 
campaign,  however  ambitious.  Young  life  is  offering  for 
service  as  never  before.  Our  own  church  has  more  candi¬ 
dates  for  the  ministry  than  at  any  period  in  its  history. 
And  the  church  is  functioning.  And  the  church  is  alive. 
It  is  not  a  dead  church.  It  was  never  more  conscious  of 
its  real  mission. 

A  Betrayal  of  C5*risfc. 

At  such  a  time  to  turn  aside  from  the  great  work 
Christ  laid  on  the  church  when  he  said,  “Go  ye  into  all 
the  world  and  preach  the  gospel  to  every  creature,” 
seems  worse  than  folly.  For  Christians  to  divide  among 
themselves  while  heathen  nations  are  dying,  for  them  to 
absorb  their  energies  in  a  war  of  words  over  the  issues 
which  separate  Fundamentalist  and  Modernist  seems  like 
a  betrayal  of  Christ.  It  is  as  though  two  guards  at  a 
life-saving  station  should  leave  a  drowning  man  to  his 
death  while  they  stand  on  the  shore  and  quarrel  as  to 
whether  they  will  launch  boat  number  one  or  boat  number 


Who  is  the  instigator  of  this  era  of  controversy?  Of 
course  each  side  feels  that  its  call  comes  from  heaven. 
No  one  would  question  for  a  moment  the  sincerity  of 


r 


April  30,  1925 


The  Presbyterian  Advance 


Page  7 


either.  Both  are  convinced  that  the  very  existence  of 
the  kingdom  is  tied  up  to  their  side.  But  may  it  not 
be  possible  that  the  devil  has  a  hand  in  this  business, 
that  it  is  the  astute  strategy  of  Satan  himself  to  turn 
the  church  aside  at  the  hour  of  the  world’s  direct  need 
and  the  church’s  sublimest  opportunity  from  its  supreme 
task  to  a  bootless  discussion  as  to  whether  God  made  man 
from  organic  or  inorganic  dust,  as  to  whether  the  Lord’s 
return  will  be  pre-  or  post-? 

The  difference  between  the  Fundamentalist  and  the 
Liberalist  is  not  so  much  in  the  truth  affirmed  as  in  the 
statement  of  those  truths.  Of  course  there  are  Funda¬ 
mentalists  whose  fundamentalism  is  so  reactionary  that 
their  faith  is  just  another  word  for  superstition,  and 
there  are  Modernists  whose  liberalism  is  so  pronounced 
that  it  is  just  another  name  for  infidelity.  But  broadly 
speaking,  the  differences  between  the  two  are  not  so 
much  that  one  affirms  and  the  other  denies  as  that  they 
state  a  belief  both  affirm  in  such  different  phraseologj^ 
that  the  opposing  side  brands  it  as  tantamount  to  denial. 
This  is  the  way  it  has  usually  been  in  theological  con¬ 
troversy.  The  antagonists  have  fought  over  statements 
and  definitions.  It  has  been  a  war  of  words,  words,  words. 
A  War  of  Word*. 

Take  the  Bible.  Both  Fundamentalists  and  Liberal- 
ists  hold  that  the  Bible  is  authoritative  in  religion,  but 
the  Fundamentalist  declares  that  the  Liberalises  view 
of  the  Bible  is  tantamount  to  a  denial  of  inspiration. 
The  Liberalist  denies  this,  and  counters  by  saying  that 
the  Fundamentalist’s  view  of  the  Bible  makes  the  book 
a  fetish  rather  than  a  message.  Is  it  better  for  these 
people  to  fight  on  and  unchurch  each  other,  or  let  each 
side  retain  its  honest  convictions  so  long  as  it  proclaims 
the  message  that  is  in  the  Bible? 

Take  Christ.  Both  sides  claim  to  believe  in  his  deity, 
and  in  his  atonement,  too,  for  that  matter,  but  they 
describe  and  define  in  different  terms.  The  criticisms 
each  makes  of  the  other  may  have  merit.  The  Funda¬ 
mentalist  declares  that  the  Liberalist  practically  denies 
Christ’s  godhood.  The  Liberalist  affirms  that  the  Funda¬ 
mentalist’s  view  of  Christ’s  godhood  is  impossible  for  a 
scholarly  mind.  Is  there  not  something  more  important 
than  the  theological  hair-splitting  of  either  side?  Some- 
|  times  Christ  is  preached  of  wisdom,  sometimes  of  folly. 

:  So  long  as  he  is  preached,  the  world  is  richer. 

Take  the  virgin  birth.  Here  the  difference  is  not  so 
much  a  denial  of  the  fact  itself,  but  as  to  whether  belief 
in  the  virgin  birth  is  essential  to  salvation,  the  Funda¬ 
mentalist  asserting  that  it  is,  the  Liberalist  denying 
that  it  is,  but  insisting  that  his  denial  is  not  to  be 
understood  as  a  denial  of  the  godhood  of  Christ. 

Take  the  question  of  the  Lord’s  return.  As  a  rule, 
the  Fundamentalist  is  pre-millenarian.  The  Liberalist  is 
either  noncommittal  or  post-millenarian.  Need  we  to 
fail  out  over  a  question  nobody  knows  anything  about? 
The  Lord  will  return  when  he  gets  ready.  Meantime, 
he  has  told  us  what  he  wants  us  to  do,  and  the  thing 
he  has  told  us  is  not  to  wage  a  war  of  creeds,  but  to 
“preach  the  gospel  to  every  creature.” 

When  it  comes  to  evolution,  the  Fundamentalist  affirms 
that  God  made  man  at  the  beginning  as  he  is  today.  The 
Liberalist  doubts  this,  and  thinks  it  is  more  reasonable 
to  believe  that  God  made  man  by  a  process  of  progressive 
development.  Of  course  neither  knows,  but  as  long  as 
both  put  God  behind  the  process,  neither  can  be  very 
wicked. 

Fnt  Christ  First. 

In  other  words,  is  it  not  possible  for  Fundamentalists 
without  surrendering  their  honest  convictions,  and  Liber- 
alists  without  surrendering  their  honest  convictions,  to 
quit  this  unseemly  war  of  words,  to  cease  imputing  to 
an  antagonist  things  he  disclaims,  to  lay  off  from  heresy¬ 
hunting,  to  get  together  on  the  basis  of  tolerance,  and 
to  unite  and  devote  all  their  efforts  to  the  supreme  task 
of  making  Christ  known  to  a  lost  and  perishing  world? 
That  such  a  course  is  not  a  betrayal  of  the  truth,  that 
it  is  not  a  weak  and  foolish  and  idiotic  program,  will 
appear,  I  think,  if  we  keep  some  things  in  mind. 


There  are  things  that  counsel  tolerance.  Christianity 
is  the  religion  of  a  Person.  It  asks,  not  for  devotion  to 
a  dogma,  but  for  devotion  to  Christ  himself.  Christ 
sought  for  his  disciples  not  people  who 

Grunt  up  a  solemn  lengthened  groan, 

And  damn  a’  parties  but  their  own, 
but  those  who  take  up  their  cross  and  lay  down  their  lives. 
Jesus  did  not  ask  men  to  accept  his  views  so  much  as  to 
accept  him.  This  is  what  he  is  saying  in  the  text.  “He 
that  is  not  against  us  is  for  us.” 

One’s  knowledge  of  Christ  comes  through  following 
him,  not  through  arguing  about  the  fine  points  of  doctrine. 

He  did  not  say  to  men,  “Leave  ail  that  you  have  and 
argue  about  me,”  but  “Leave  all  and  follow  me;  live 
my  life.”  Therefore  Christianity  is  not  a  dogma,  but  a 
life.  There  are  those  who  ridicule  this  statement,  but  the 
statement  is  true  all  the  same.  The  important  thing  is 
not  the  kind  of  views  you  hold,  but  the  kind  of  life  you 
live.  There  are  two  ways  of  investigating  a  tree,  one  by 
plucking  the  fruit  it  bears  and  tasting  that;  the  other 
by  digging  up  the  tree  and  making  a  microscopic  exami¬ 
nation  of  its  roots.  The  fruit  method  feeds  the  world, 
the  root  method  kills  the  tree.  Jesus  did  not  say,  “By 
their  roots  ye  shall  know  them.”  He  did  say,  “By  their 
fruits  ye  shall  know  them.” 

Christ  Bigger  Than  Creed. 

Christ  is  bigger  and  better  than  all  the  views  men 
may  have  of  him.  No  creed  that  was  ever  framed  is  as 
great  as  Christ  himself.  The  Fundamentalist  denounces 
the  Liberalist,  because  he  thinks  the  Liberalist  is  not  up 
to  his  view  of  Christ;  but  the  Fundamentalist  is  still  far 
short  in  his  creed  of  Christ’s  greatness.  The  Liberalist 
denounces  the  Fundamentalist  because  he  thinks  the  Fun¬ 
damentalist  is' not  up  to  his  view  of  Christ’s  greatness; 
but  Christ  is  larger  than  the  largest  statement  of  Liber¬ 
alism.  Instead  of  denouncing  those  who  have  not  caught 
up  with  them,  might  it  not  be  better  for  both  sides  to  cease 
disputing  as  to  which  has  the  greater  creed,  and  pass  on 
toward  the  limitless  Christ? 

Truth  is  vastly  important.  I  would  not  for  a  moment 
be  understood  as  denying  that  it  is.  But  there  is  much 
that  God  has  not  told  us.  In  the  very  nature  of  the  case, 
the  Bible  is  a  finite  book,  even  though  it  proclaim  an  in¬ 
fallible  message.  It  was  given  through  the  experience  of 
finite  creatures.  You  cannot  hold  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
in  a  pint  cup.  You  ean  not  pack  all  space  into  one  lit¬ 
tle  planet.  Truth  is  affected  when  it  comes  to  its  appre¬ 
hension  not  only  by  the  personality  that  apprehends,  but 
by  the  medium  through  which  truth  is  revealed. 

Truth  takes  care  of  itself.  What  is  needed  is  not  so 
much  that  truth  be  defended  as  proclaimed.  History  is 
replete  with  instances  of  the  futility  of  human  effort  to 
destroy  truth.  The  heresies  of  yesterday  have  again  and 
again  become  the  orthodoxies  of  today.  There  is  no 
danger  of  God’s  throne  falling  down.  Once  the  oxen 
shook  the  ark,  and  a  man  named  Uzzah,  scared  for  the 
safety  of  the  ark,  put  forth  his  hand  to  steady  it  and  • 
fell  dead.  It  was  heaven’s  rebuke  to  the  kind  of  faith 
that  is  frightened  lest  God  cannot  take  care  of  himself. 
The  cattle  are  still  trying  to  shake  the  throne  of  God. 
Let  the  church  take  care  lest  it  mistake  fear  for  loyalty. 

Dot  Work  Is  Oisr  Credential. 

It  is  not  so  much  in  our  creeds  as  in  our  activities  that 
we  get  together.  The  unity  in  the  human  body  is  not  that 
each  part  functions  exactly  as  does  every  other  part, 
but  that  each,  performing  its  distinct  function,  acts  in 
perfect  harmony  with  all  the  rest.  This  is  the  kind  of 
unity  Christ  wants  in  the  church,  which  is  his  body.  Here 
are  Christians  who  hold  to  a  certain  view  of  the  atone¬ 
ment,  of  the  Bible,  of  the  miracles  of  Christ’s  ministry 
and  person,  but  because  of  their  devotion  to  Christ,  they 
are  proclaiming  him  and  striving  to  get  the  world  to 
follow  him.  And  yonder  are  other  Christians  who  hold 
to  a  somewhat  different  view  of  the  atonement  and  of 
the  Bible,  and  of  the  miracles  of  Christ’s  ministry  and 
person,  but  because  of  their  devotion  to  Christ,  they  are 
proclaiming  him  and  striving  to  get  the  world  to  follow 
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him.  Shall  these  two  groups  spend  their  time,  each  say¬ 
ing  to  the  others,  “You  are  not  Christian  because  you  do 
not  hold  my  view”?  Or  shall  they  get  together  in  Chris¬ 
tian  activities?  It  is  our  work  that  is  our  credential. 
For  the  Christian,  as  for  his  Lord,  there  is  nothing  be¬ 
yond  this.  "I  am  among  you  as  one  that  serveth.” 

Christ  has  more  people  than  men  imagine.  Do  not 
try  to  narrow  down  the  kingdom  to  your  little  sect.  There 
are  still  those  who,  like  that  group  of  warring  disciples, 
would  monopolize  the  Saviour.  It  is  significant  that  in 
the  chapter  which  immediately  follows  the  one  from  which 
my  text  is  taken,  Christ  sends  out  a  new  group  of  dis¬ 
ciples  to  proclaim  his  message.  This  time  it  is  not 
twelve,  but  seventy.  It  was  as  though  Christ  would  say 
to  the  twelve,  “Do  not  imagine  that  you  are  all  I  have.  Do 
not  think  to  monopolize  my  kingdom.  Do  not  conclude 
that  you  are  the  only  people  qualified  to  preach  the  truth. 
My  kingdom  is  democratic.  It  is  for  all  who  are  for  me.” 
There  has  always  been  a  tendency  for  the  saint  to  say 
with  the  prophet  of  old,  “I  only  am  left  and  they  seek 
my  life  to  take  it  away.”  But  there  were  thousands  in 
Israel  true  to  God,  whom  the  prophet  had  overlooked. 
The  kingdom  dees  not  stand  or  fall  with  you,  Mr.  Funda¬ 
mentalist,  nor  with  you,  Mr.  Liberalist.  It  widens  out  and 
takes  in  all  who  love  the  Lord. 

Love  is  the  great  thing.  It  is  there  that  we  get  to¬ 
gether.  Charles  Lamb  one  day  saw  two  women  leaning 
out  of  windows  on  opposite  sides  of  the  street  and  shak¬ 
ing  their  fists  and  shouting  at  each  other.  He  humor¬ 
ously  remarked,  “Those  two  women  will  never  get  to¬ 
gether,  for  they  are  arguing  with  each  other  from  dif¬ 
ferent  premises.”  He  was  only  half  right,  for  the  women 
needed  more  than  to  be  on  the  same  premises.  You  have 
known  women  under  the  same  roof  to  engage  in  domestic 
controversy.  Something  more  is  needed  for  harmony 
than  the  same  premises.  It  is  the  atmosphere  of  love. 
Isaac  Yonan,  in  addressing  the  Presbyterian  General  As¬ 
sembly  in  behalf  of  his  persecuted  Armenian  people,  said, 
“They  are  Christians,  though  there  is  much  they  do  not 
understand.  They  do  not  believe  the  doctrines  just  as 
you  do.  But  they  love  Christ  and  are  ready  to  die  for 
him.”  I  will  join  hands  with  anybody,  anywhere,  who 
loves  Christ,  who  is  striving  to  live  for  him,  who  is  ready 
to  die  for  him,  for  I  can  love  such  people,  and  it  is  love 
that  makes  us  tolerant.  “Unity  in  essentials,  liberty 
in  nonessentials,  charity  in  all.”  “And  now  abideth  faith, 
hope,  love,  but  the  greatest  of  these  is  love!” 


MOTHERS  OF  TOMORROW, 
By  R.  Howard  M,  Augsastirae, 


Ye  hosts  of  worthy  women! 

Mothers  of  yesterdays! 

Whose  toil  and  sacrifices 
Knew  little  of  earth’s  praise; 
Your  counsel  and  example, 
Your  faith  and  courage  too, 

I  Your  hopes  and  expectations, 

1  Now  live  in  us  anew. 

The  Fathers  build  our  houses, 
But  Mothers  make  the  home; 
And  while  Men  build  our  cities, 
The  Mothers  too  must  come 
And  life  and  love  and  virtue 
L  On  civic  altars  lay, 

With  woman’s  holy  purpose. 

To  serve  the  present  day. 

Ye  host  of  present  Mothers, 
Who  pass  in  grand  review! 

I  Ye  makers  of  the  present, 

Ye  mold  the  future  too. 

Our  Nation’s  great  Tomorrow, 
The  Voice  of  God  would  say, 
Is  now  within  the  keeping 
Of  Mothers  of  Today. 

Joplin,  Mo. 


THE  RELIGIOUS  LIFE  OF  THE  RURAL 
COMMUNITY  ■ 


By  Mariosi  Humplareys,  D„D„ 


The  viewpoint  is  too  often  wrong  in  the  much  dis¬ 
cussed  “problem  of  the  Rural  Church.”  Much  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  in  Conferences  and  more  of  the  activity,  or  rather 
“inactivity”  out  on  the  field,  circles  about  a  long  estab¬ 
lished  church  building  and  organization.  “How  save  the 
Rural  Church.”  “What  is  the  trouble  with  our  Country 
Church.”  These  questions  concern  us  chiefly. 

The  viewpoint  is  wrong.  It  is  not  a  problem  of  saving 
a  long-established  institution  nor  of  saving  a  denomina¬ 
tional  group.  The  real  problem  is  and  ought  to  be,  “How 
care  for  the  Religious  Life  of  the  Whole  Community?” 
The  constituency  of  each  little  church  and,  too  often, 
the  denominational  leaders  of  the  same  are  more  concerned 
in  saving  a  church  organization  and  a  church  property 
than  in  saving  the  religious  life  of  the  community. 

In  many  village  and  open  country  communities  it  is 
impossible,  today,  to  save  all  the  churches.  Were  it  pos¬ 
sible,  it  would  yet  be  a  spiritual  crime  and  an  economic 
waste  to  save  all  the  churches  in  many  communities.  I 
have  made  survey  of  many  such  communities  to  find  that, 
within  a  radius,  of  five  miles  about  a  given  church,  there 
are  from  five  to  nine  church  organizations  each  with  a 
building.  Many  of  these  inactive  and  all  but  dead.  One 
church  rightly  located  and  effectively  managed  could  far 
more  adequately  care  for  the  entire  community. 

Our  parish  at  Blake,  Missouri,  is  a  sample  of  this.  The 
accompanying  “survey  sheet”  shows  that,  within  a  radius 
of  four  miles  having  Blake  as  the  center,  there  were  lo¬ 
cated  six  evangelical  churches.  All  of  them  pathetically 
inactive  and  most  of  them  closed  much  of  the  time.  Here, 
as  in  many  communities,  highway  developments,  railroad 
shipping  facilities,  realignment  of  school  districts,  etc., 
have  compelled  the  redistribution  and  the  reorganisation 
of  the  church.  This  has  been  done  in  the  Blake  Missouri 
Community. 

While  there  were  six  churches  within  four  miles  of 
Blake,  yet  there  was  no  church  at  Blake,  itself.  Blake 
became  more  and  more  a  center.  The  community  shipped 
from  this  point.  A  community  store  was  opened  and  more 
and  more  the  people  traded  there.  A  hard  surfaced  high¬ 
way  crossed  other  roads  at  this  point  and  a  community 
Consolidated  Grade  and  High  School  was  established. 
Their  need  and  their  problem  was  a  Religious  Center  for 
the  community. 

For  many  years  each  congregation  held  tenaciously  to 
its  own  little  church  building,  dwelling  on  memories  of  the 
past  and  denominational  bias  rather  than  the  present 
religious  need  of  the  community .  They  tried  to  compel 
these  little  churches,  each  one,  to  serve  the  community. 
They  could  not  think  of  giving  them  up  when  the  sug¬ 
gestion  was  forced  upon  them.  Of  course  these  churches 
were  sacred  ground  and  Holy  Places.  Several  of  them 
had  Cemeteries  about  them.  How  could  they  give  them 
up! 

But  the  day  of  Vision  finally  cleared  for  action.  Five 
acres  of  choice  property  were  secured  at  Blake,  a  modern 
manse  was  erected  and  later  by  its  side  was  builded  a 
tabernacle  where  was  held,  last  summer,  a  great  com¬ 
munity  revival.  There  was  marked  response.  Before  the 
meeting  dosed  a  “Community  Council”  was  elected  which 
in  turn  organized,  immediately,  a  Community  Sunday 
School  and  a  Young  People’s  society.  One  of  the  strongest 
advocates  of  this  move  was  a  member  of  a  denomination 
represented  by  two  of  the  small  closed  churches.  This 
man,  not  a  Presbyterian,  went  to  Presbytery  and  urged 
the  organization  of  a  Presbyterian  Church.  There  were 
two  Presbyterian  Churches  among  the  six  churches  in 
the  Community.  These  churches  were  as  reluctant  as 
any,  but  they  finally  yielded  and  a  church  is  now  organized 
at  Blake.  The  Tabernacle  has  been  made  more  permanent 
and  comfortable  for  the  severer  weather.  An  excellent 
pastor  has  been  installed  and  there  is  a  new  day,  reli¬ 
giously,  for  this  community.  The  problem  is  being  solved. 
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936  West  7tli  St.,  Plainfield,  N.  J. 

Dear  Friend : 

Are  the  doctrines  of  Christianity  mere  temporary 
forms  of  thought,  mere  opinions  of  temporary  value, 
which  change  with  the  centuries,  as  Fosdiek  teaches; 
or  are  they  divine  truths  based  upon  facts  of  history, 
such  as  the  Virgin  Birth,  the  Atonement,  the  Res¬ 
urrection  of  Christ? 

This  is  the  fundamental  issue  raised  by  “Modern¬ 
ism,”  which  is  dividing  the  Protestant  Church  today. 

What  say  you?  Your  answer  will  be  welcomed. 

Sectarian  narrowness  had  nothing  whatever  to.  do 
with  Dr.  Fosdiek's  withdrawal  from  the  pulpit  of 
the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York,  as  is 
being  charged  by  him  and  other  “modernists.”  Were 
he  a  Baptist  in  fact  as  he  is  in  ijanie,  there  never 
would  have  arisen  any  such  storm  over  his  occupan¬ 
cy  of  a  Presbyterian  pulpit.  The  root  of  the  '.Whole 
trouble  is  his  denial  of  the  supernatural  element,  in 
Christianity  under  the  plea  of  beingi  moderh'.  .  I-Ie 
teaches  that  the  great  doctrines  of:  the  Gospel!  like 
the  Virgin  Birth,  the  Atonement  and  the  Resurrec¬ 
tion  of  Christ,  are  only  forms  of  thought,  only  ment¬ 
al  expressions  of  religious  experience  which'  must 
give  place  to  others,  and  not  divina  truths,  growing 
out  of  actual  facts  which  have  their  place  in  history 
in  connection  with  the  Incarnation. 

The  General  Assembly  of  1923  condemned  Dr.  Fos- 
dick  for  denying  the  Presbyterian  tGi^ed.  He  re¬ 
plied  through  the  New  York  Presbytery  that  he 
preached  the  Creed.  The  General  Assembly  of  1924 
then  ordered  him  to  sign  the  Creed  lie  said  he 
preached  and  enter  the  Presbyterian  Church,  or 
leave  his  pulpit.  He  refused  to  sign.  The  con¬ 
demnation  was  justified. 

What  has  made  his  case  so  long  drawn  out,  so 
difficult,  so  confusing  and  serious,  is  his  camouflage, 
his  clothing  of  his  denial  of  the  supernatural  in  orth¬ 
odox  phraseology  in  such  a  way  that  many  unsus¬ 
pecting  people  do  not  catch  the  real  significance  of 
what  he  is  saying.  He  uses  language  in  the  dis¬ 
honest  way  condemned  by  the  Bishops  of  the  Pro¬ 
testant  Episcopal  Church  in  their  Pastoral  Letter  of 
1923,  Very  truly  yours, 

April  1925  Charles  Hillman  Fountain 

Price  2  cents.  How  many  can  yon  use? 
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Overture  of  Chicago  Presbytery 


'«S/ 


Nl/tf 


to  the 

General  Assembly 
Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.  S.  A. 


So*, 

*4* 


THE  PRESBYTERY  OF  CHICAGO,  deeply  grieved  at  the  appearance  of  the  spirit  of  conten- 
tion  in  the  beloved  church  of  which  it  is  a  member,  and  observant  of  the  sad  results  of  this  spirit 
already  manifest  in  the  hindrance  to  the  progress  of  the  Gospel  and  the  injustice  and  injury 
done  to  many  beloved  brethren  in  Christ,  declares 

FIRST, — Its  firm  adherence  to  the  standards  of  the  church;  reaffirming  its  faith  in  “the  Scrip- 
tures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments,  as  the  Word  of  God,  the  only  infallible  rule  of  faith 
and  practice,”  and  in  the  Westminster  Confession  of  Faith  “as  containing  the  system  of  doctrine 
taught  in  the  Scriptures.”  It  holds  that  the  eternal  verities  of  the  Gospel  constituting  this  sys¬ 
tem  meet  and  satisfy  the  deep  and  unchanging  needs  of  mankind;  that  they  have  been  found 
valid  in  the  past  and  are  of  living  value  in  the  changing  conditions  of  the  Christian  centuries; 
and  that  increasing  vigilance  is  necessary  if  they  shall  be  maintained  to  be,  as  they  should  be, 
adequate  means  of  promoting  spiritual  life. 

SECOND, — Its  abiding  faith  in  the  presence  and  leadership  of  the  Holy  Spirit  of  Truth  within 
the  church  of  Jesus  Christ;  its  expectant  belief  that  there  is  yet  more  light  to  break  forth  from 
God's  Word  and  God’s  world  through  the  growing  experience  of  God’s  people  and  through 
the  patient  and  heroic  search  of  seekers  after  truth,  both  within  and  without  the  church. 

THIRD, — Its  consciousness  that  ours  is  one  of  the  great  birth  periods  in  the  new  era  of  the 
Kingdom  of  God  on  Earth,  and  that  therefore  we  should  rejoice  in  our  privileges  and  oppor¬ 
tunities  and  honor  our  prophets  of  a  new  day,  and,  above  all,  trust  His  leadership,  who  is 
for  all  the  ages,  “the  Way  and  the  Truth,  and  the  Life.” 

WHEREFORE, — -The  Presbytery  of  Chicago  commends  this  attitude  to  the  church,  and  re¬ 
spectfully  overtures  the  General  Assembly  at  its  meeting  in  Columbus,  Ohio,  May  21,  1925,  to 
issue  an  encyclical  letter,  warning  all  persons  subject  to  its  authority  to  refrain,  first,  from  call¬ 
ing  brethren  who  are  in  good  and  regular  standing  in  the  church,  “rationalists”,  “modernists”, 
“liberals,”  or  “fundamentalists,"  seeing  that  all  these  and  all  other  similar  partisan  names  are 
relative  and  misleading,  and  convey  confused  and  wrong  impressions,  in  violation  of  the  ninth 
commandment,  both  in  letter  and  in  spirit. 

Second,  from  fomenting  the  spirit  of  distrust  and  suspicion  against  their  brethren. 

Third,  from  placing  interpretations  on  the  utterances  of  their  brethren  other  than  those  placed 
upon  them  by  their  own  authors. 

Fourth,  from  calling  upon  those  who  differ  from  them  to  withdraw  from  the  church,  thus  in¬ 
stigating  a  schism  in  the  church. 

Fifth,  from  suggesting  or  proposing  action  in  special  cases  other  than  that  provided  by  the 
constitution  of  the  church;  namely,  by  judicial  process,  in  which  all  charges  must  be  proven, 
and  all  accused  persons  shall  have  opportunity  to  defend  themselves. 

Attest: 


Done  in  Presbytery 
this  4th  day  of  May,  1925 


Andrew  C.  Zenos, 
Stated  Clerk. 


MODERNISTS  SEE 
PRESBY.TERIAN  SPLIT 


Break  Over  Virgin  Birth  Dogma 
Feared  as  Church  Assembly 
Ends  Sessions. 


FUNDAMENTALISTS  ARE  FIRM 


,  Insist  That  New  York  Presby- 
!  tery  Must  Obey  Orders  or 
[  Face  Dissolution. 

!  — - — 

'  Special  to  The  New  York  Times. 

COLUMBUS,  Ohio,  May  27.—' The  Iasi 
hours  of  tile  1.17th  General  Assembly  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church,  which  ad¬ 
journed  sine  die  at  noon  today,  wore 
marked  by  a  closing  up  of  tho  ranks  of 
tho  Liberals  In  opposition  to  yosterdny's 
ruling  of  tho  Assembly  and  the  Supremo 
Judiclnl  Commission's  dcolslon  that  di¬ 
rect  affirmation  of  tho  Virgin  birth  was 
essentlnJ  to  admittance  to  the  Presby¬ 
terian  ministry  under  the  Confession  of 
Faith. 

Fighting  with  their  backs  to  the  wall, 
the  Liberals,  In  a  formal  protest  re- 
i  oclvcd  today  by  the  General  Assembly, 
held  that  the  decision  In  Uio  enso  of  tho 
Rev.  A.  N.  Gants  against  tho  Presbytery 
of  New  York  was  erroneous  because  It 
violated  the  historic  policy  of  tho  Church, 
established  In  1720,  that  each  Presbytery 
might  Judge  for  Itself  os  to  the  satis¬ 
factory  examination  of  candidates. 

The  protest,  which  wob  In  effect  a  dis¬ 
senting  opinion  because  Its  signers  were 
members  of  tho  high  court  which  con 
sidcred  tho  ettse,  churgcd  that  tho  di 
clalotj  against  the  Presbytery  of  New 
York  was  a  reversion  toward  Roman 
Catholic  theories  of  ecclesiastical  author-  , 
Ity,  "which  It  was  Uio  very  purpose  1 
of  Presbyterian  Protestantism  to  over-  | 
throw."  The  decision.  It  was  alleged, 
called  for  Implicit  faith  and  blind  obe¬ 
dience,  and  would  destroy  liberty  of  con¬ 
science  and  reason. 

Extreme  Fundamentalists  and  Liberals 
admitted  that  a  definite  break  In  the 
Church  had  been  put  off  for  a  year  pend¬ 
ing  the  work  of  the  special  committee  of 
fifteen  which  will" "ho  appointed  Dy  Mod- 
erator  Charles  R.  Erdman  In  tho  next 
few  wocks  to  report  upon  present  con¬ 
ditions  In  tho  denomination. 

The  New  York  commissioners,  led  by 
Dr.  Henry  Slonno  Coffin  of  tho  Madison 
Avenue  Presbyterian  Church,  left  Colum¬ 
bus  today  depressed  by  the  sevore.  set¬ 
back,  but  determined  to  stand  by  their 
Interpretation  of  the  constitution  that 
the  Presbyteries  had  power  to  determine 
tho  fitness  of  candidates  for  tho  min¬ 
istry. 

Threat  of  Dissolution  Made. 

A  threat  that  If  "the  seemingly  de¬ 
fiant  actions  of  some  of  the  Now  York  | 
commissioners"  resulted  In  open  defiance 
of  the  General  Assembly  It  would  mean 
dissolution  of  tho  Presbytery  of  New 
York  was  made  by  Dr.  Clarence  Ed¬ 
ward  Macartney,  leader  of  tho  "fight¬ 
ing”  Fundamentalists.  Such  a  dlBsolu- 
,  lion  would  Involve  setting  up  another 
Presbytery  by  tho  Assembly,  which 
|  would  bo  empowered  by  the  General  As- 
i  sembly  to  take  over  the  property  of  the 
,  old  Presbytery,  valued  at  several  million 
.  dollars.  The  old  Presbytery  undoubtedly 
,  would  resist  and  tho  case  would  go  to 
l  tho  civil  courts.  Involving  litigation  and 
appeals  that  might  tnko  twenty  years. 

Commissioners  recalled  tho  split  In  the 
;  Scottish  Presbyterian  Church  In  tho  ‘00s, 

1  when  the  "Wo  Frees"  fought  for  legal 
.  possession  of  tho  vast  property  of  the 
i  Church  In  Scotland. 

Tho  only  topic  of  discussion  when 
r  commissioners  met  today  was  tho  possl- 
!  ble  schism  In  tho  Church  us  a  result  of 
j  the  positive  stand  of  the  Supremo  Judl- 
t  clal  Commission  on  the  ufflrniallon  of 
the  Virgin  birth.  It  wus  pointed  out  as 
:  anomalous  that  some  ordained  ministers 
hud  refused  to  affirm  belief  In  the  Virgin 
birth  and.  had  not  been  tried  for  heresy, 
but  that  hereafter  applicants  for  the 
I  ministry  would  have  to  make  such  an 
'  affirmation,  thus  making  two  classes  In 

Tho  Presbytery  of  New  York,  which 
will  meet  next  month,  probably  will  en- 
dorso  tho  stand  taken  by  Its  commls- 
1  sloncrs  at  tho  Assembly  and  appoint  a 
'  committee  to  study  tho  situation  and 
present  Its  coso  to  tho  committee  of  fif¬ 
teen  which  will  be  charged  with  tho  task 
of  averting  a  spill  In  tho  Church. 

Tho  committee  of  fifteen  will  have 
none  but  recommendatory  powers.  Noth¬ 
ing  that  It  may  suggest  cub  affect  tho 
case  of  Henry  P.  Van  Duson.  who  failed 
to  ufflrm  belief  In  the  Virgin  birth.  If 
tho  commltteo  of  fifteen  recommends 
that  tho  next  General  Assembly  reverse 
yesterday's  action  (jnd  this  Is  adopted, 
the  threatened  schism  will  have  been 
averted.  Tho  question  of  control  over 
tho  licensing  of  ministers  may  bo  sent 
to  tho  Presbyteries  by  next  year's  As¬ 
sembly.  thus  further  postponing  the 
crisis  of  n  spilt. 

Tho  Presbytery  of  New  York  will  not 
give  up  Its  constitutional  right  to  license 
ministers.  It  Is  asserted.  A  change  In 
iho  Confession  of  Faith  requiring  vandl- 
Contlnaed  oh  Page  Eight. 

i  _  LINCOLN  MOTOR  CARS. 

.  EMllcr-Luuc,  317  W,  67.  Open  ovcoiaga.— ACrk 


MODERNISTS  SEE 
PRESBYTERIAN  SPLIT 


datco  for  the  ministry  to  affirm  belief  In 
the  Virgin  birth  requires  a  two, thirds 
voto  of  the  Presbyteries.  Efforts  nnly 
be  mude  at  noxLycar’s  Assembly  to, make 
such  amendment  to  the  Confession.  If 
this  change  Is  made,  tin;  Presbytery  of 
New  York  will  be  faced  with  the  alterna¬ 
tive  of  accenting  the  decree  or  with¬ 
drawing  from  the  Church. 

There  was  some  talk  today  of  the  pos¬ 
sibility  that  the  Presbytery  of  New  York, 
which  licensed  Mr.  Van  Dusen.  might 
Institute  a  "friendly"  heresy  trial  be¬ 
cause  the  Supreme  Judicial  Commission 
ruled  that  the  Presbytery  erred  In  licens¬ 
ing  him.  In  that  case  the  Presbytery, 
dominated  by  the  Liberals,  undoubtedly 
would  find  him  not  guilty.  An  appeal 
would  he  taken  to  the  Synod  of  New 
York,  which  probably  Would  sustain  the 
Presbytery. 

TUP  caso  then  would  bo  carried  to  the 
General  Assembly  and  the  Church,  which 
still  regrets  the  Briggs  heresy  trial, 
would  be  faced  with  the  dilemma  of 
branding  ns  a  heretic  a  man  who  failed 
to  'affirm  belief  in  the  Virgin  birth,  or 
of  .aiding  with  the  Liberals.  Support  of 

&  ul 

U*Soon  after  the  opening  of  the  final 
session  of  the  Assembly  today  Modera¬ 
tor  Erdmon  announced  that  he  had 
erred  yesterday  In  excluding  the  protest 
against  the  action  of  the  Supremo 
Judicial  Commission  proposed  by  the 
Rev.  Joel  B.  Hayden  of  Cleveland.  He 
said  no  protest  from  tho  Presbytery  or 
Synod  or  New.  York  was  In  order  be¬ 
cause  they  were  on  trial. 

Dissenter*  EnterProtent. 

Thereupon  Dr.  Charles  D.  Swartz  of 
tho  First  Fresbyteflan  Church  of  Chi¬ 
cago.  delegated  by  Dr.  Huyacn  to  take 
Mi,  the  case.  read  a  formal  protest, 
which  was  received  by  the  Assembly. 
This  protest,  or'  dissenting  opinion, 
signed  by  Commissioners  who  vMed  yes¬ 
terday  against  sustaining  the  Judicial 
Commission,  was  aa  follows: 

The  undersigned  Commissioners  td 
the  1.17th  General  Assembly  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  In  the  United 
States  of  America  do  her  by  rcspoOt- 
rully  protest,  as  provided  in  Chapter 
X  of  the  Book  of  Discipline,  against 
the  decision  of  the  General  Assembly 
upon  the  complaint  of  Albert  D. 
Gontz  against  the  Synod  of  New  York, 
deeming  the  s-ld  decision  to  be  or- 
roncous  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  It  violates  Chapter  XXXI.  Sec¬ 
tion  IV.  of  the  confession  of  faith, 
Which  provides: 

"All  synods  and  councils  since  the 
Apostles'  time  may  err.  and  many 
•  *  ;  erred,  therefore  they  are  not  to 

. -o  «  - 


but  n 


indo  tho  rule  o 


Eoth1" r 


.  established . — . 

abused-  to  -for-  Mil  V-caia 

- .  -lift  each  presbytery  shall 

Judge  for  Itself  as  to  the  satisfactory 
examination  of  candidates,  which  pol¬ 
icy  has  made  possible  that  liberty  of 
belief  which  makes  the  Presbyterian 
Church  an  Inclusive  church  Instead  of 


_ _ .v  sect. 

3.  It  requires  absO 
ioctrinal  belief 


o  conformity  to 

. . .  ..  elieT  of  a  general  as- 

- .y  In  violation  of  Chapter  XX. 

Section  II..  of  tho  confession  of  filth, 
which  states: 

"The  requiring  of  an  Implicit  faith 
and  on  absolute  and  blind  obedience  Is 
to  destroy  liberty  of  conscience  and 

4.  By  requiring  such  absoluto  con¬ 
formity  it  restores  tlioso  Roman 
Catholic  theories  of  ecclesiastical  au¬ 
thority.  which  It  was  tho  very  pur- 
pose^of  Presbyterian  Protestantism  to 

Says  It  Unlawfully  Adds  la  Vows. 

r>.  It  doqs,  in  effect,  add  to  our 
constitutional  ordination  vows  further, 
requirement  which  cannot  lawfully  bo 
done  without  voto  of  tho  presbyteries. 

8.  It  violates  the  spirit  of  the  act 
of  reunion  of  old  school  and  new 
school  In  1870. 

7.  It  vlolutes  tho  basis  of  reunion 
with  the  Cumberland  Presbyterian 
Church,  viz.,  the  declaratory  state¬ 
ment  of  1001.  which  was  constitution¬ 
ally  adopted  by  voto  of  tho  presoy- 

&  Tho  examination  of  tho  candidate. 
Van  Dusen.  and  particularly  his  writ¬ 
ten  papers,  showed  his  wholehearted 
belief  (n  the  deity  of  our  Lord.  In 
hla  paper  ho  stated,  among  other 
tilings : 

"I  acknowledge  Jesus  Christ  as  my 
Lord,  my  Master  and  my  Saviour, 
mid  I  affirm  absolutely  and  unquali¬ 
fiedly  my  belief  In  Ills  divinity.  I 
acknowledge  that  Ho  was  truly  hu¬ 
man.  but  I  believe  It  to  be  far  more 
significant  that  Ho  was  divine.  And 
in  a  day  of  theological  controversy  I 
Rfflrm  tliat  now.  as  through  all  Chris¬ 
tian  history.  It  Is  Christ’s  divinity 
which  Is  chiefly  Important,  and  any 
effort  to  describe  the  difference  bo- 
tween  Him  and  ordinary  humanity  as 
merely  one  of  degfeo  must  be  utterly 
inadequate." 

we  respectfully  submit  that  these 
rtews  aro  not  heretical  nor  uncertain, 
and  tliut  the  candidate  would.  ’ 


imilled 


chore 


. S  the  signers  of  the  official  pro¬ 
test  were  the  Revs.  C.  B.  Swartz.  Chi¬ 
cago;  Robert  E.  Reed,  Iowa  City; 
Everett  K.  Taylor.  Morris  and  Orange; 
John  A.  MacSporran.  Morris  and  Gr¬ 
unge;  R.  B.  Beattie.  Morris  and  Orange; 
XV.  L.  Swan  Cleveland ;  R.  W.  Frank, 
Chicago ;  William  II. .  Huber,  Cleveland; 
H.  R.  Stark,  Jersey  City;  W.  A.  Ross. 
Grande  Rondo;  Joel  B.  Hayden,  Cleve¬ 
land  ;  William  M.  Wheolor,  San  Fran- 


sco.  and  J.  Duncan  Harley,  Kalispell, 


Tho  same  protest  also  was  circulated 
among  the  Commissioners,  In  order  that 
those*  who  did  not  vote  against  the  Judi¬ 
cial  Commission’s  report  might  append 
their  names  to  an  Identical  document. 
This  paper,  also  to  bo  presented  to  tho 
Commission  of  Fifteen,  will  be  unoffi¬ 
cial.  but  will  Include  a  long  list  of 
names  of  prominent  Presbyterian  liber¬ 
als  In  all  parts  of  the  country. 

In  a  short  lime  today  approximately 


r  Weight  with  the  Commission  < 


bo  If  l 

Its  miss . 

It  is  pointed  out  that  in  order  to 
maintain  their  victory  the  extreme  Fun¬ 
damentalists  must  now  Institute  heresy 
trials  or  move  lo  exscind  rebellious 
Presbyteries.  They  must  prepare  for  nil 
eventualities.  Including  a  right  In  the 
civil  courts  for  Church  property  In¬ 
volving  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars, 
and  they  must  maintain  tho  upper  hand 
by  winning  additional  victories  In 

future  General  Assemblies. 

The  attitude  of  tile  extreme  Funda¬ 
mentalists  was  announced  today  In  tho 
following  statement  by  Dr.  Macartney : 

1  "Wo  earnestly  hope  that  the  Presby¬ 
tery  of  New  York  will  obey  the  order 
of  the  General  Assembly  and  cease  to 
license  men  who  refuse  to  affirm  the 
essential  doctrines  of  tho  Confession  of 
"I  bellcvo  that  wiser  counsel  will  pre- 
rlseugo ;  Robert  E.  Reed,  Iowa  City; 
feat  by  the  extraordinary  and  seemingly 
defiant  actions  of  some  of  the  New 
York  Commissioners. 

"Should  the  Prcsbytory  of  Now  York 
continue  In  Its  unusual  course  olid  defy 
tho  highest  court  of  tho  Church,  then 
the  law  and  authority  of  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  tho  United  States  of 
. - ...  _in  v.  16,  Presbyterians 


mcrlca  will  be 


•TS 


were  Intimidated  by  threats  and 
bavo  not  sufficient  courage  to  vlndl 
the  .  honor  of  their  government. 

"Open  defiance  of  the  General  Assem¬ 
bly  could  have  no  other  Issue  than  tho 
dissolution  of  the  Presbytery  of  New 
York." 

Liberals  who  were  asked  to  comment 
on  Dr.  MacCurtney’a  statement  decline 
on  the  ground  that  It  waa  "culcululi 
to  bo  provoculory."  - 


"A  definite  break  In  the  Church  has 
been  averted  for  at  least  another 
Dr.  Coffin  declared  In  summarizing  the 
position  of  tho  Presbytery  of  Now  York. 
"Wo  must  look  upon  the  Committee  of 
Fifteen  hopefully.  They  may  well  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  matter  In  questior  *— 

down  to  tho  presbyteries.  In  t _  _ 

tho  presbyteries  would  vote  with  their 
eyes  open,  conscious  that  If  they  ap¬ 
prove  the  doctrine  It  would  mean  a 
break  In  the  church.  Tho  great  major¬ 
ity  In  tho  Church  do  not  want  a  break. 

"The  reason  we  made  the  statement 
yesterday  tliat  he  would  maintain  our 
constitutional  rights  was  that  we  were 
s  of  the  parties  in'  ’  *  ' 


position iinSwn. 

"Some  said  we  were  poor  losers,  but 
our  difficulty  was  tliat  we  hated  to 
leave  the  assembly  In  silence.  We 
wanted  to  stale  our  position,  and  if  It 
ever  cornea  Up  In  civil  court  that  would 
be  tlio  basis  of  our  ease.  1  hope  it 
never  comes  to  that." 

Among  the  final  acta  Of  the  General 
Assembly  was  the  approval  of  a  com¬ 
munication  from  Mary  Baldwin  Collego. 
which  1b  planning  the  erection  of  a 
birthplace  memorial  to  Woodrow  Wilson 
In  Staunton.  Va.  The  communication 
was  read  by  Elder  William  Bryan,  who 
delivered  a  eulogy  on  tho  life  of  Wilson. 

Mission  Contributions  Set  New  Mark. 

COLUMBUS,  Ohio.  May  27  (>P).-Tlu> 
annual  report  of  tho  Presbyterian  Board 
of  Foreign  Missions,  presented  today  to 
the  Presbyterian  General  Assembly,  de¬ 
clare#  the  work  to  be  more  encouraging 
that  ever  before  and  the  contribution* 
more  than  In  any  previous  year  in  the 
history  or  the  Church  except  one.  when 
a  largo  deficit  was  raised. 

Tho  total  contributions  for  tile  year 
were  $1,430,028.74.  This  includes  $2.- 
180.306.07  from  churches,  S1.3S7.438.00 
from  women’s  and  young  people's  socie¬ 
ties.  $178,743.14  from  Sunday  echoolB, 
$303,032.48  from  Individuals  and  $311,- 
007.08  from  legacies. 1  Tho  net  Income 
from  securities  and  cash  deposits  was 
$133,000.82.  Other  credits,  Including  for¬ 
eign  exchanara.  receipts  and  savings  on 
the  mission  fields.  brought  the  total 
credits  up  to  $4,670,200.18.  Arter  paying 
$28,607.80,  the  balance  of  the  deficit  left 
over  from  the  previous  year,  there  was 
$4,041,601.29  available  for  the  work  of 
tho  missions  and  for  administration  and 
promotion  purposes. 

MISSIONARIES  N0W~ 1CCUSED 


Lexington  Assembly  Orders  Investi¬ 
gation  of  Charges  of  Modernism. 

LEXINGTON.  Ky„  May  27  MF’).- 

Charges  that  modernism  had  cropped 
out  among  Presbyterian  missionaries  In 
foreign  fields  were  maac  in  tlio  Gonsrul 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
United  States,  today. 

The  Assembly  Instructed  tho  Executive 
Committee  on  Foreign  Missions  to  In¬ 
vestigate  all  charges  of  unorthodaxy  111 
the  mission  field,  and  report  lo  the 
proper  Church 


The  dlscossl 

•'-n  of  the  - - 

Foreign  Missions. 
..  ^r|  .....  - 


Presbytery  i 


.  SX'rc 

Dallas.  Texas. 

.  .  .  Jctlorv  la  wlde- 

.  through  our  church  that  there 

Is  an  entirely  too  willing  tolerance  with 
modernism  which  lias  invaded  our  mis¬ 
sionary  forces.” 


The  Situation  in  the  Presbyterian  Church 
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A  sermon  by  Rev.  Henry  Sloane 
Coffin,  D.D.,  preached  in  the  Madi¬ 
son  Avenue  Presbyterian  Church , 
New  York ,  May  31,  1925.  Text: 
Ephesians  4:3  “Giving  diligence  to 
keep  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the 
bond  of  peace  " 

The  General  Assembly  which 
has  just  concluded  its  sessions 
has  been  one  o£  the  finest  as¬ 
semblies  in  the  history  of  the 
Church — fine  in  its  spirit,  for  men 
who  were  feeling  intensely  man¬ 
aged  to  control  themselves  and 
to  deal  with  each  other  in  Chris¬ 
tian  courtesy,  and  no  regrettable 
incident  marred  the  proceedings 
from  start  to  finish,  and  fine  in 
outcome,  for  the  issue  has  been 
fairly  joined,  and  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  stands  on  the  eve 
either  of  a  disruption  or  an  eman¬ 
cipation.  I,  for  one,  was  never 
more  proud  of  the  Church  of  my 
fathers. 

To  begin  with  we  had  three 
candidates  presented  for  the  mod- 
eratorship,  all  of  whom  were 
Christian  gentlemen,  thoroughly 
unselfish  and  eager  only  for  the 
unity  and  well-being  of  the 
Church.  The  election  happily 
gave  the  position  to  Dr.  Erdman, 
for  although  both  the  other  men 
would  have  filled  the  position 
well,  he  filled  it  with  such  admir¬ 
able  tact,  tenderness,  good  judg¬ 
ment  and  manifest  fairness,  that 
no  member  of  the  Assembly  could 
help  loving  him  and  thanking 
God  for  a  so  conspicuously 
worthy  representative  of  the  great 
Head  of  the  Church.  In  the 
peculiarly  trying  circumstances  of 
this  year,  thank  God  for  Charles 
R.  Erdman. 

Nor  can  we  be  less  thankful 
that  the  vice-moderator  is  one 
who  combines  the  qualities  of  a 
distinguished  man  of  science,  a 
renowned  surgeon  and  teacher, 
and  an  earnest  and  loyal  church- 
man,  Dr.  J.  M.  T.  Finney  of  Johns 
Hopkins  University.  It  is  no 
small  thing  to  have  associated 
with  the  leadership  of  the  Church 
a  man  who  is  respected  and 
honored  among  the  most  intel¬ 
ligent  people  throughout  the 
world. 

Again,  any  man  who  listened  to 
the  presentation  of  the  Church’s 
work  could  not  help  being  im¬ 
pressed  with  the  vitality,  the  effi¬ 
ciency,  the  consecration,  the 
sanity,  of  those  who  are  carry-  j 
ing  on  the  Church’s  activities 
at  home  and  abroad.  Other  . 
churches  are  perhaps  doing  as 
well;  none  is  doing  work  with 
which  I,  for  one,  can  be  in 
heartier  accord  than  our  Presby¬ 
terian  Church. 

In  the  only  issue  which  aroused 
vigorous  debate,  the  issue  of  ac¬ 
cording  presbyteries  permission 
to  unite  locally  in  cooperative 
work  with  Congregational 
Churches  and  experiment  with 
them  in  forming  united  or  fed¬ 
erated  churches,  the  narrower 
party  were  decisively  defeated. 

It  was  patent  to  every  observer 
that  this  Assembly  was  much 
broader  and  more  Christian  than 
either  of  the  two  preceding  As¬ 
semblies.  The  majority  manifest¬ 
ly  wished  to  maintain  the  unity 
of  the  Church  and  to  stand  for 
fraternal  relations  with  all  fellcw- 
Christians. 

The  difference  between  the  tone 
and  temper  of  this  Assembly  and 
the  last  was  noticeable:  it  was 
like  passing  from  the  biting  blasts 
of  winter  to  the  genial  air  of 
spring.  If  a  threatening  issue  had 
to  be  faced,  it  could  not  have 
been  faced  in  an  atmosphere 
more  favorable  for  a  peaceful 
solution.  Had  the  decision  which 
was  handed  down  last  Tuesday 
by  the  Permanent  Judicial  Com¬ 
mission  been  handed  down  a  year 
ago,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  the 
Church  would  have  been  divided 
on  the  spot. 

As  it  is  the  situation  is  serious 
in  the  extreme.  The  issue  is 


fairly  joined.  The  decision  on 
the  Complaint  against  the  licen¬ 
sure  of  Mr.  Van  Dusen  may  be 
called  a  mild  decision.  The  As¬ 
sembly  might  conceivably  have 
ordered  the  Presbytery  of  New 
York  to  put  him  on  trial  for 
heresy,  and  if  he  could  not  posi¬ 
tively  affirm  his  belief  in  the 
virgin  birth  of  Jesus  have 
ordered  that  he  be  deposed  from 
the  ministry  or  it  might  easily 
have  censured  the  Presbytery  for 
having  licensed  him.  But  it  did 
neither.  It  did  not  attempt  to 
touch  his  standing  as  a  Presby- 
teriap  minister,  nor  did  it  censure 
the  Presbytery.  It  merely  said 
that  the  Presbytery  had  made  a 
mistake  in  licensing  him.  It  had 
“erred.”  It  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  warning  to  be  more  careful,  and 
not  do  it  again. 

But  despite  the  practical  mild¬ 
ness  of  the  decision  if  it  once  be 
allowed  to  become  a  binding  in¬ 
terpretation  of  the  law  of  the 
Church,  there  is  no  safeguard 
for  the  freedom  of  any  minister, 
elder  or  deacon.  The  very  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  decision  suggests  the 
rigor  of  a  dogmatism  which  one 
had  hoped  that  the  Church  had 
outgrown.  It  places  the  emphasis 
so  plainly  not  on  religion  but  on 
theological  exactness.  Hear  it : 
“It  is  not  a  question  as  to  the 
character  of  the  applicant,  his 
education,  amiable  qualities,  or 
even  his  piety.  It  is  a  question 
as  to  the  positiveness  of  his  be¬ 
lief.”  There  speaks  the  voice  of 
the  dogmatist  of  every  age.  It 
is  so  plainly  un-Protestant  and 
Roman  in  its  demand  that  a  man 
accept  what  the  Church  teaches 
whether  he  understands  it  or 
not:  “The  candidate  was  not  re¬ 
quired  to  state  his  views  as  to 
the  .  mystery  therein  contained. 
He  was  not  required  to  attempt 
to  explain  it.  He  was  asked 
whether  he  believed  in  the  virgin 
birth — his  attention  being  called 
to  the  narratives  as  contained  in 
the  Gospels  of  Matthew  and 
Luke,  and  he  declined  to  affirm.” 
Open  your  mouth  and  swallow, 
or  you  should  not  come  in.  Is 
that  Protestant  Christianity,  or 
the  voice  of  papal  Rome? 

It  gives  such  complete  power 
to  General  Assemblies  to  vote  on 
and  decide  what  Presbyterian 
ministers  and  other  office-bearers 
shall  be  required  to  believe :  “The 
General  Assembly  has  repeatedly 
passed  upon  the  importance  of 
clear  and  positive  views  regarding 
this  doctrine.  It  is  the  established 
law  of  the  Church.”  One  might 
suppose  that  a  Christian  Church 
would  ask  whether  Jesus  Christ, 
its  King  and  Head,  had  passed 
upon  this  doctrine  and  stated  the 
importance  of  clear  and  positive 
views  regarding  it.  It  so  happens 
that  He  never  mentioned  it;  but 
inasmuch  as  several  General  As¬ 
semblies  have  called  it  “essen¬ 
tial,”  it  is  “the  established  law  of 
the  Church.”  Instead  of  the 
Headship  of  Christ  it  points  to 
the  headship  of  that  party  in  the 
General  Assembly  which  happens 
to  have  the  majority  of  votes. 

The  tyranny  of  an  infallible 
Pope  is  offensive  to  all  Protestant 
Christians;  but  in  practice  Popes 
very  rarely  use  their  alleged  in¬ 
fallibility.  Only  once  in  a  great 
while  and  under  most  careful  con¬ 
ditions  does  the  supreme  pontiff 
utter  a  doctrinal  interpretation 
which  the  faithful  are  under  obli¬ 
gation  to  accept.  But  Presby¬ 
terian  General  Assemblies  meet 
every  year.  Like  other  popular 
meetings  they  discuss  a  vast 
variety  of  subjects,  ignorantly  or 
intelligently  according  to  the 
brains  of  those  who  happen  to  be 
elected  commissioners  and  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  lungs  when  they  suc¬ 
ceed  in  getting  the  floor.  They 
pass  resolutions  ranging  from  the 
condemnation  of  Sunday  news¬ 
papers  to  the  assertion  or  non¬ 
assertion  of  the  salvation  of  in¬ 
fants  dying  in  childhood.  These 


“deliverances”  have  always  been 
considered  expressions  of  opinion 
to  be  regarded  for  what  they  are 
worth. 

Now  we  are  solemnly  told  that 
when  the  Assembly  votes  upon 
the  importance  pf  clear  and  posi¬ 
tive  views  concerning  a  matter, 
upon  which  in  the  nature  of  the 
case  it  is  extraordinarily  difficult 
to  have  any  views  at  all,  all  can¬ 
didates  for  the  holy  ministry 
must  forthwith  proceed  to  have 
such  clear  and  positive  views. 
If  I  must  choose  between  the 
authority  of  a  Pope,  speaking 
rarely  and  under  many  safeguard¬ 
ing  provisos,  and  the  authority 
of  a  majority  of  the  General 
Assembly,  give  me  the  Pope  every 
time. 

This  decision  flings  wide  the 
door  for  the  complete  Bryanizing 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church.  It 
lays  down  the  principle  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Assemblies  can  make  any¬ 
thing  which  is  stated  explicitly  in 
both  the  Scriptures  and  the  Con¬ 
fession  essential  to  licensure  and 
that  becomes  “the  established  law 
of  the  Church.”  Both  the  Bible 
and  the  Confession  mention  ex¬ 
plicitly  the  creation  of  the  world 
in  six  days. 

It  is  possible  for  Mr.  Bryan  as 
an  elder  to  ask  a  candidate  for 
the  ministry  whether  he  believes 
the  world  was  created  in  six  days. 
If  the  young  man  replies  in  the 
negative,  Mr.  Bryan  has  only  to 
take  a  complaint  through  the 
Synod  to  the  General  Assembly, 
and  by  the  same  logic  which  gov¬ 
erns  this  decision,  the  Permanent 
Judicial  Commission  will  have  no 
option  but  to  propose  to  the  As¬ 
sembly  a  verdict  making  that  an 
essential  to  ordination,  and  evolu¬ 
tion  is  impossible  to  any  man 
seeking  ordination  in  our  Church. 

What  man  in  his  senses  today 
would  be  willing  to  prepare  him¬ 
self  for  the  ministry  of  a  Bry&n- 
ized  Church?  The  decision 
explicitly  quotes  the  doctrinal 
deliverance  of  1910.  Let  me  re¬ 
mind  you  that  of  the  five  “essen¬ 
tials”  mentioned  in  that  appalling 
deliverance,  the  first  is  the  iner¬ 
rancy  of  the  Bible  from  cover 
to  cover,  and  the  fourth  asserts 
that  Jesus  is  now  sitting  at  the 
right  hand  of  God,  wherever  that 
may  be  spatially  located,  “in  the 
same  body”  in  which  He  walked 
up  and  down  the  dusty  roads  of 
Galilee  and  was  nailed  to  the 
beams  of  wood  at  Golgotha. 

It  often  helps  us  to  see  our¬ 
selves  through  the  eyes  of  others. 
On  Tuesday  afternoon  immedi¬ 
ately  after  the  session  of  the 
Assembly,  the  Moderator  of  the 
Irish  Presbyterian  Church,  who 
was  a  guest  at  our  Assembly,  in¬ 
troduced  himself  to  me  and  re¬ 
marked  :  “Our  Irish  Presbyterian 
Church  is  considered  extremely 
orthodox  and  conservative,  but 
we  are  a  long  way  past  this.  And 
as  for  Scotland,  they  would  laugh 
at  it.  They  passed  all  this  nearly 
fifty  years  ago.”  It  is  humiliat- 
mg  to  think  that  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  progressive  America  is 
a  generation  behind  Belfast,  and 
perhaps  two  generations  behind 
Scotland. 

Nov/  just  what  is  the  present 
status  of  affairs  ?  There  are  those 
who  minimize  this  decision.  They 
say  it  is  merely  the  expression  of 
opinion  of  this  Assembly  and 
while  it  utters  a  warning  for  the 
future,  it  does  not  alter  the  law 
of  the  Church.  Technically  that 
is  true ;  but  in  my  judgment  it 
creates  a  precedent,  which  we 
can  not  admit,  for  the  decision 
itself,  after  the  manner  of  law¬ 
yers,  is  based  on  just  such  prece¬ 
dents.  If  the  decision  of  an 
Assembly  when  it  sits  judicially 
has  no  more  authority  than  an  ex¬ 
pression  of  opinion  then  we  are 
wasting  our  time  defending  cases 
and  voting  verdicts. 

On  the  other  hand  there  are 
those  who  magnify  the  decision, 


and  wish  to  declare  the  Church 
broken  because  its  constitution 
has  been  violated.  I  believe  that 
its  constitution  has  been  violated, 
that  this  decision  is  bad  law  and 
a  usurpation  of  ecclesiastical 
authority.  But  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Church  is  broken.  This  is  a 
time  for  every  minister  and  office¬ 
bearer  and  member  to  stand  fast, 
to  do  nothing  rash  or  provoca¬ 
tive,  to  wait  hopefully  for  the 
remedial  measures  which  the 
Moderator’s  Committee  may  pro¬ 
pose,  and  for  every  young  man 
preparing  for  the  ministry  to  go 
on  with  his  preparation.  Let  us 
not  say  that  the  door  is  closed 
until  we  hear  it  bang  and  find 
ourselves  on  the  doorstep.  Then 
we  can  say  that  we  have  not  been 
turned  out  of  the  real  Presby¬ 
terian  household,  for  Scotland  and 
Ireland  will  be  with  us ;  we  shall 
only  have  been  turned  out  of  a 
Romanized  or  Bryanized  Presby¬ 
terian  Church,  in  which  no  man 
who  prizes  his  intellectual  integ¬ 
rity  could  find  himself  at  home. 

The  pathetic  element  in  this 
situation  is  the  gross  misunder¬ 
standing  of  the  liberal  position  on 
the  part  of  sincere  and  earnest 
fundamentalists.  It  is  hard  to 
speak  charitably  of  those  who 
have  persistently  misstated  our 
views.  Mr.  Bryan,  for  example, 
has  been  saying  publicly  that 
these  modernist  ministers  believe 
that  when  Jesus  died  on  the  cross 
that  was  the  end  of  Him  and  that 
we  hold  out  no  hope  of  future  life 
to  our  people.  Could  anything  be 
more  false  or  more  alarming  to 
those  who  believe  it?  I  do  not 
think  that  Mr.  Bryan  intentional¬ 
ly  tells  an  untruth.  Probably  he  has 
not  had  the  opportunity  to  inform 
himself  of  the  facts. 

Doctor  Macartney  in  his  ser¬ 
mon  as  retiring  moderator  cred¬ 
ited  his  liberal  brethren  with  no 
preaching  of  sin  and  redemption, 
no  belief  in  the  saving  power  of 
Christ’s  cross.  I  had  the  chance 
to  tell  him  that  with  his  positive 
message  in  its  main  elements  I 
■  was  in  the  heartiest  accord.  With 
the  emphasis  which  he  placed 
upon  the  Gospel  as  redemptive, 
upon  the  necessity  of  making  the 
cross  central  and  holding  up 
Christ  as  Savior  of  men,  I  am 
confident  that  every  liberal  Pres¬ 
byterian  minister  is  in  full  agree¬ 
ment.  But  as  for  that  which  they 
say  we  do  not  teach  and  do  not 
believe,  we  can  only  say  that  they 
are  misinformed.  Heresy  is  un¬ 
desirable,  but  bearing  false  wit¬ 
ness  against  one’s  brethren  is 
intolerable. 

For  the  reassurance  of  anyone 
who  is  apprehensive  let  me  say 
that  we  are  not  working  for  “a 
liberal  Church”;  we  want  an  in¬ 
clusive  Church,  in  which  both 
liberals  and  conservatives  shall  be 
thoroughly  at  home.  Nor  do  we 
want  a  creedless  Church.  We  all 
stand  for  the  great  convictions  of 
evangelical  Christianity,  for  God 
who  in  our  redemption  has  re¬ 
vealed  Himself  as  Father,  Son 
and  Holy  Spirit,  for  the  Bible  as 
the  authoritative  standard  of  faith 
and  life  when  read  under  the 
guidance  of  the  Spirit  of  Christ, 
for  the  Lord  Jesus  as  God  mani¬ 
fest  in  the  flesh,  fully  human  and 
fully  divine,  for  His  offering  of 
Himself  on  the  cross,  the  Just  for 
the  unjust,  to  reconcile  us  to  God, 
for  His  triumph  over  death  and 
His  abiding  presence  with  God 
and  with  His  Church  on  earth, 
for  the  Holy  Spirit  who  calls,  re¬ 
news,  Christianizes  believers  in 
Christ  and  binds  us  together  into 
one  fellowship  in  the  Church 
which  is  the  body  of  Christ,  and 
works  in  and  through  us  for  the 
transformation  of  the  world  into 
the  kingdom  of  God. 

We  have  no  objection  to  an¬ 
cient  creeds  and  confessions 
which  state  these  great  convic¬ 
tions  which  the  Church  has  held 
through  all  the  ages  provided  we 


have  freedom  in  interpreting  the 
same  experiences  in  the  thought 
and  language  of  our  time.  We 
are  sincerely  sorry  that  the  issue 
has  been  raised  on  what  seems 
a  negation — the  non-affirmation 
of  a  certain  tradition  concerning 
the  manner  of  Jesus’  birth.  With 
the  positive  doctrine  that  in  His 
origin  and  being  He  is  both  God 
and  man  we  are  in  enthusiastic 
agreement.  Our  only  difficulty  is 
with  the  historic  evidence  for  a 
physiological  fact,  and  even  there 
we  do  not  deny  its  possibility  but 
wish  more  light ;  and  above  all 
cannot  erect  into  an  essential 
what  is  incidental  in  the  New 
Testament  and  never  once  alluded 
to;  let  alone  called  essential,  by 
Jesus  Himself. 

As  for  the  immediate  outlook, 
our  chief  anxiety  must  be  for  the 
Boards  of  the  Church.  They  must 
not  be  allowed  to  suffer  in  this 
year  of  uncertainty  as  to  the 
Church’s  future.  The  work  of  the 
Church  must  go  forward  as  vigor¬ 
ously  and  if  possible  more  vigor¬ 
ously  than  ever.  As  we  keep 
working  side  by  side  at  home  and  . 
abroad,  we  shall  feel  how  indis¬ 
pensable  we  are  to  each  other  and 
how  tragic  separation  would  be. 
Nor  must  the  attention  of  our 
churches  be  taken  off  their  proper 
Christian  task.  Let  this  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Fifteen  and  those  whom 
they  call  into  their  counsels  think 
out  a  solution  of  our  differences, 
but  let  the  rest  of  us  concentrate 
on  the  ministry  Christ  has  given 
us. 

There  is  no  possibility  of  dis¬ 
ruption  before  another  Assembly ; 
there  is  little  danger  of  disrup¬ 
tion  for  at  least  two  years,  for  it 
will  take  another  year  to  decide 
whether  or  not  the  presbyteries 
will  adopt  the  measures  this  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Fifteen  may  induce  the 
next  Assembly  to  send  down  for 
ratification  or  rejection.  Time  to 
think  is  of  the  utmost  value.  This 
Assembly  is  clear  evidence  that 
the  vast  majority  of  Presbyteri¬ 
ans  do  not  want  the  Church  dis¬ 
rupted.  Let  us  do  nothing  hastily, 
and  let  us  remember  that  prob¬ 
ably  every  division  in  the  past 
has  been  a  mistake  or  the  result 
of  a  mistake.  Let  us  not  contem¬ 
plate  separation  unless  we  are 
forced  to  it  to  keep  from  stulti¬ 
fying  our  minds  and  putting  our 
consciences  under  ecclesiastical 
domination. 

And  in  the  midst  of  the  heart¬ 
aches  of  a  trying  day  let  us  thank 
God  that  He  is  allowing  us  to  hold 
His  Church  open  for  the  young 
people  of  today  and  tomorrow. 
One  of  the  most  distinguished 
leaders  of  our  Church,  a  college 
president  and  a  former  moderator 
of  the  Assembly,  whose  college  is 
noteworthy  for  the  number  it 
sends  into  the  ministry,  was  so 
overcome  that  he  could  not  re¬ 
main  in  the  hall  on  Tuesday,  and 
that  evening  he  said  to  me,  with 
tears  in  his  eyes,  “Coffin,  what  am 
I  going  back  to  say  to  the  stu¬ 
dents  on  my  campus?”  Thank 
God,  that  it  is  given  to  us  to  wit¬ 
ness  for  the  freedom  which 
thinking  people  must  have  in  the 
Christian  Church. 

Some  timid  folk  have  been  ask¬ 
ing  me  whether  our  property  may 
not  be  in  danger.  I  began  rpy 
ministry  in  this  city  in  a  small 
hall  above  a  fishmarket  with  an 
old  oyster  counter  for  a  pulpit. 
I  would  sooner  continue  it  in 
some  similar  surroundings  with 
an  unstultified  mind  and  a  con¬ 
science  void  of  offense  towards 
God  than  preach  in  the  finest 
imaginable  cathedral  in  a  Roman¬ 
ized  and  Bryanized  Church.  Let 
us  not  talk  about  property.  We 
are  contending  for  a  great  prin¬ 
ciple — for  the  principle  that  noth¬ 
ing  shall  be  made  essential  which 
Jesus  Christ  does  not  make  essen¬ 
tial,  in  order  that  with  as  much 
as  in  us  is  we  may  freely  proclaim 
Him  with  His  emphases  and  His 
present  power  to  save  the  world. 
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meeting  in* Cardiff,  Wales,  wasVthe  recommendation  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  committee  that  the  Eastern  and  Western  sections  of  the 
executive  commission  appoint  committees  to  confer  together 
and  report  their  findings  to  the  next  conference  on  the  subject 
of  an  Alliance  creed.  There  was  by  no  means  unanimity  in 
the  alliance  faVoring  the  forming  of  a  creed,  or  a  declaratory 
statement  of  faith.  This  was  favored  largely  by  men  from 
America. 

The  main  subject  of  discussion  on  Friday,  June  26,  was  church 
unions  with  reference  to  new  movements  within  Presbyterian¬ 
ism,  to  unions  of  non-episcopal  churches  and  to  Episcopal  pro¬ 
posals.  This  was  a  fine  study  of  historical  situations  in  foreign 
countries,  particularly  Scotland  and  America,  and  of  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  study  of  the  church  union  movements,  by  a  distin¬ 
guished  English  Congregationalist,  Dr.  Garvie,  and  Bishop 
Lidgett  of  the  English  Methodist  Church.  Union  seems  to  be 
more  advanced  in  Great  Britain  than  in  the  United  States.  Dr. 
G.  C.  Pidgeon  of  Canada  reported  of  the  recent  union  of  Pres¬ 
byterian,  Congregationalist  and  Methodist  Churches  in  Canada. 
He  said  that  the  church  union  sentiment  in  Canada  seems  to 
be  leading  the  world  on  the  -subject  of  Christian  union. 

In  the  afternoon  the  discussions  were  of  the  essential  ideals 
of  Christian  education,  the  particular  subject  being  the  essen¬ 
tials  of  the  theological  curriculum,  with  speeches  by  Dr.  Coates 
of  Cardiff  and  Dr.  A.  C.  Zenos  of  Chicago,  and  on  the  training 
of  the  membership  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  church.  There 
were  two  speeches,  one  by  Dr.  John  Timothy  Stone  of  Chicago, 
the  other  by  Dr.  Drummond  of  Edinburgh.  Dr.  Stone  electri¬ 
fied  the  audience  by  the  vehemence  of  his  presentation  and  the 
( Continued  on  page  846) 
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'  WORLD  PRESBfTEHIANlSM  IS  PROGRESSIVE 
GATHERING  such  as  the  meeting  of  what  is  popularly 
called  the  Pan-Presbyterian  Alliance  at  Cardiff,  reported 
for  The  Continent  by  Dr.  William  H.  Black,  suggests  among 
other  things  that  American  Presbyterians  should  have  a  care 
not  to  think  of  themselves  more  highly  than  they  ought  to 
think.  Great  as  has  been  the  contribution  of  American  Pres¬ 
byterianism  to  the  making  of  the  world’s  outstanding  republic, 
and  influential  as  we  are  in  our  own  day  and  nation,  it  is  worth 
while  to  remember  that  we  have  in  the  United  States  only 
about  one-third  of  all  Presbyterians.  Moreover,  considered  in 
relation  to  other  members  of  the  family,  we  must  admit  that 
American  Presbyterianism  is  to  be  reckoned  as  somewhat  of  a 
callow  youth.  Big  and  brawny  it  may  be,  but  on  the  whole  it 
lacks  something  of  the  maturity,  poise  and  dignity  which  char¬ 
acterize  some  older  and  more  experienced  members  of  the 
family. 

It  will  hardly  do  to  judge  the  Presbyterianism  of  the  world 
by  the  status  and  trend  of  the  church  in  America.  Here  we 
find  much  of  the  impetuosity,  self-assertiveness  and  restlessness 
which  naturally  belong  to  youth,  and  it  is  difficult  to  determine 
exactly  in  which  direction  we  are  going.  Overseas  Presbyteri¬ 
anism,  however,  appears  to  be  much  more  settled  in  its  ways. 
It  has  passed  through  that  “storm  and  -stress”  period  in  the 
midst  of  which  we  now  are  struggling;  it  has  attained  to  a 
firm  and  fearless  kind  of  faith  which  seems  to  be  still  beyond 
our  reach.  Indeed,  one  gathers  the  impression  from  the  reports 
that  most  delegates  from  Great  Britain  and  the  continent  must 
have  looked  on  some  recent  outbreaks  of  American  Presby¬ 
terians  in  about  the  manner  that  a  wise  old  grandfather  ob¬ 
serves  some  cocksure  performance  on  the  part  of  "his  near-man 
grandson. 

An  American  and  a  Scotchman  having  delivered  addresses 
centering  on  the  authority  of  Scripture,  a  Welsh  reporter  com¬ 
ments  that  the  Scotchman  “did  not  di-splay  the  assertive — not 
to  say  arrogant — dogmatism  of  his  predecessor.”  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  paper  by  the  Scotchman  revealed  “an  undercurrent 
of  solid  reasoning  and  a  glint  of  sweet  reasonableness,”  and 


“though  all  present  would  not  agree  with  his  standpoint,  all 
agreed  with  his  spirit.” 

A  pity  it  seems  that  questions  in  controversy  in  America  were 
carried  across  the  seas  and  displayed  so  prominently  at  Cardiff. 
Yet  the  fact  that  they  were  thus  exhibited  indicates  that  one 
cannot  judge  the  trend  of  Presbyterianism  as  a  whole  by  the 
situation  in  the  United  States.  "We  are  told  that  the  discussion 
which  followed  the  addresses  just  mentioned  was  “decidedly  one¬ 
sided.”  W as  it  because  there  were  no  supporters  of  the 
“fundamental”  position  present,  or  was  it  because  on  the  pres¬ 
ent  occasion  they  were  in  the  minority?  Obviously  it  was  be¬ 
cause  those  present  found  themselves  hopelessly  outnumbered. 

The  belligerent  and  not  very  courteous  remark  had  been  made 
that  the  “American  delegates”  feared  lest  what  had  befallen  the 
British  church  might  happen  to  America,  the  intimation  being 
that  the  British  church  had  sadly  departed  from  the  faith.  The 
British  view,  however,  as  expressed  in  a  Cardiff  paper,  was  this: 
“If  it  means  the  passing  ‘out  of  the  bondage  of  the  letter  into 
the  freedom  of  the  spirit,’  we  on  this  side  cannot  wish  them  a 
greater  blessing.”  Numerous  similar  incidents  indicate  that, 
whatever  may  be  true  in  our  own  country,  world  Presbyterian¬ 
ism  is  not  static  but  progressive.  
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Stryi,  Kolonia,  Horodenka,  and  otlier  centres.  A  surprising  secession 
from  the  Greek  Catholic  (Uniate)  Church  became  manifest.  This  move¬ 
ment  includes  thousands  of  Ukrainians,  especially  in  Galicia  and  Wolynia. 
Anmng  these  are  not  a  few  priests,  two  of  whom  are  especially  prominent 
as  leaders,  both  men  of  rare  culture  and  piety.  Six  promising  young  men 
have  volunteered  to  go  to  America  for  training  as  ministers  in  Galicia. 
Several  others  are  ready  to  enter  the  Theological  Seminaries  in  Vienna  and 
Prague.  A  remarkable  and  significant  fact  in  this  movement  is  that  its 
strength  is  found  among  the  “  intelligentsia  ” — professors,  students,  and 
professional  men. 

*  * 

It  is  not  intended  to  organise  a  new  Protestant  or  Reformed  Church  in 
Poland.  Rather  the  programme  adopted  recognises  the  Protestant  Church 
of  the  Augsburg  and  Helvetic  Confessions.  This  body  is  German  in  origin, 
and  its  worship  has  hitherto  been  invariably  conducted  in  the  German 
language.  It  will  be  necessary,  therefore,  to  hold  separate  services  for  the 
Ukrainian  people,  with  Ukrainian  pastors  in  charge.  When  the  young 
men  now  in  training  are  ready  to  take  up  the  work  the  difficulty  will  be 
met.  Meanwhile  an  effort  is  being  made  to  secure  such  a  concession  from 
the  Polish  Government  as  will  permit  American  Ukrainian  ministers  to 
preach  and  exercise  the  functions  of  pastors,  though  not  Polish  citizens. 
The  immediate  needs  are  Bibles,  Christian  literature,  a  weekly  Church 
Paper,  and  a  central  Bureau,  with  a  Secretary  in  Stanislas.  Dr  Theodore 
Zockler,  the  pastor  of  the  most  important  congregation  of  the  A.  H.  C. 
Church,  as  it  is  called,  is  a  zealous  leader  in  this  great  Ukrainian  movement. 

*  * 

The  scarcity  of  candidates  for  the  Christian  ministry  is  being  felt  in  all 
Churches  and  in  all  countries.  We  have  been  much  interested  in  an  article 
contributed  by  Professor  Schneider  of  Berlin  to  Das  Evangel ische  Deutsch¬ 
land,  the  organ  of  the  German  Protestant  Federation,  in  which  some 
significant  figures  are  given.  He  goes  back  to  the  war  of  1870  and  its 
disastrous  results  to  the  spiritual  life  of  Germany.  The  six  years  following 
it  saw  a  great  depletion  in  the  theological  faculties.  The  minimum  was 
reached  in  1876  when  there  were  only  1602  students  in  the  whole  of  the 
country.  But  from  that  time  the  numbers  began  to  increase,  reaching 
2315  in  1880,  and  4833,  the  highest  point,  in  1888.  Then  began  a  steady 
decline  which  lasted  till  1900,  when  the  number  was  2472.  The  next 
fourteen  years  saw  a  steady  advance,  rising  to  4263  in  the  summer  semester 
just  before  the  war.  Now  the  figure  has  dropped  to  1835  in  1924-25. 
So  a  pessimistic  conclusion  is  not  warranted.  War,  both  to  the  victors 
and  to  the  vanquished,  inevitably  brings  about  a  time  of  religious  declen¬ 
sion.  A  period  of  materialistic  prosperity  is  also  adverse  to  the  response 
of  youth  to  the  call  of  the  Church,  though  it  is  curious  to  note  the  large 
numbers  coming  forward  in  1914  when  Germany  was  supposed  to  be 
wholly  corrupted  by  the  philosophy  of  Nietzsche  and  the  militarism  of 
Treitschke  and  Bernhardi.  Now,  in  her  adversity,  the  land  of  Luther  has 
considerably  more  candidates  for  the  ministry  than  she  had  fifty  years 
ago,  and  if  one  can  judge  at  all  from  past  experience  the  lowest  point  is 
likely  to  have  been  reached  and  an  upward  trend  is  probable.  We  trust 
this  may  come  true  all  round.  Certainly  men  were  never  more  in  need  of 
the  preaching  of  the  Christian  Gospel  in  all  its  applications  than  at  this 
critical  hour  of  the  world’s  history. 
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Cardiff  Council  lias  come  and  gone,  and  for  its  full  record  we  must 
wait  yet  a  while.  Here  we  can  only  give  a  rapid  sketch  of  the  main  happen¬ 
ings  from  day  to  day.  The  local  press  gave  admirable  reports  which 
deserved  far  more  than  a  local  circulation. 

A  well  attended  prayer  meeting  on  the  evening  of  June  22  and  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Eastern  and  Western  Sections  the  following  forenoon  prepared 
the  way  for  the  opening  function.  Dr  M‘Nauglier  in  his  presidential 
address  struck  a  key-note  that  found  an  echo  in  all  hearts.  Statistics 
showing  an  increase  in  world-Presbyterian  membership  of  more  than  two 
millions,  and  the  fact  that  no  fewer  than  thirteen  Churches  were  seeking 
admission,  spoke  well  for  the  growth  of  the  Alliance  within  recent  years. 
There  was  a  great  muster  of  delegates  with  their  friends  and  hosts  to  the 
Cardiff  City  Hall,  where  the  Lord  Mayor,  Alderman  W.  H.  Pethybridge, 
a  warm-hearted  Methodist,  extended  to  us  a  most  hospitable  civic  welcome. 
The  newspapers  reported  “  650  handshakes.”  Then  Windsor  Place 
Church  was  packed  to  overflowing  to  listen  to  a  sermon  by  Dr  T.  Charles 
Williams,  Wales’s  most  popular  preacher.  It  was  an  eloquent  and  timely 
exposition  of  St  James  i.  25.  Many  heard  Welsh  congregational  singing 
for  the  first  time  and  were  thrilled. 

Wednesday,  June  24,  was  Jubilee  day,  devoted  to  the  commemoration 
of  fifty  years’  work  of  the  Alliance,  inaugurated  in  London,  July  1875. 
We  had  with  us  Dr  Wallace  Radcliffe  of  Washington,  who  as  a  young 
man  attended  the  initial  conference.  He  modestly  refrained  from  reveal¬ 
ing  that  fact  till  near  the  close  of  the  Council.  Special  honour  was  paid 
to  the  Hon.  Andreas  Gy  orgy  of  Hungary,  a  veteran  who  was  present,  one 
of  the  four  survivors  of  the  Edinburgh  Council  of  1877.  A  series  of 
addresses  dealt  with  “  The  Founding  and  Achievements  of  the  Alliance,” 

“  The  Development  of  our  Churches  since  1875,”  and  “  Movements  of 
Thought  during  the  last  Fifty  Years,”  from  British,  Continental,  and 
American  points  of  view.  It  was  a  most  instructive  record.  Specially 
valuable  was  the  brilliant  survey  by  Dr  G.  W.  Richards  of  American 
theological  controversy.  A  public  meeting  in  the  evening  brought  before 
the  crowded  audience  aspects  of  the  Future  Work  of  the  Alliance.  All 
the  speakers  pointed  to  unity  and  helpfulness  as  among  its  chief  aims. 

On  Thursday  morning  we  had  to  face  the  important  question  being 
pressed  upon  us  by  the  necessity  of  the  times — “  Is  a  Common  Statement  _ 
of  Faith  desirable  and  practicable  for  the  Presbyterian  world  7  "More 
tfi an“f or tyyye rtrs'  ago  this  was  discussed  at  Belfast  Council  and  dismissed 
as  impracticable.  Voices  were  not  wanting  at  Cardin  that  deprecated 
another  attempt.  Principal  Martin  showed  the  difficulties  that  were 
involved,  and  Professor  Barth,  Germany’s  neorCalvinistic  theologian,  in 
a  paper  of  great  ability  that  was  read  by  Dr  Mitchell  Hunter,  doubted 
seriously  whether  the  Presbyterian  Alliance  was  the  proper  body  to  under¬ 
take  the  task.  On  the  other  hand,  Professor  J.  M.  Shaw  of  Halifax,  Nova 
Scotia,  not  only  approved  of  the  venture,  but  went  so  far  as  to  give  the 
wording  of  a  very  short  evangelical  creed.  The  majority  of  the  Council 
was  of  opinion  that  the  attempt  should  be  made,  and  during  the  next 
four  years  the  two  Sections — East  and  West — are  to  think  out  the  matter. 
Whatever  be  the  result,  the  Alliance  will  have  something  very  important 
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to  consider,  and  it  is  clearly  understood  that  nothing  it  suggests  is  to  super¬ 
sede  the  present  standards  of  the  constituent  Churches. 

Photographing — the  picture-maker  was  much  in  evidence  at  this 
Council — and  visits  to  Cardiff  Castle  and  other  places  occupied  the  after¬ 
noon.  In  the  evening  we  had  a  huge  Home  Mission  gathering  in  the 
Memorial  Hall,  one  of  the  centres  of  the  Welsh  Presbyterian  Forward 
Movement,  when  the  Rev.  James  Barr,  M.P.,  gave  one  of  his  fervid 
orations,  and  the  whole  business  of  Evangelism  was  lifted  to  a  high  level. 

Church  Union  was  the  main  topic  on  Friday,  26th.  It  was  treated  in 
the  broadest  possible  way.  Presbyterian  Union  naturally  came  first,  and 
was  expounded  in  relation  to  Scotland  by  Dr  John  White,  the  Moderator 
of  the  Auld  Kirk ;  and  in  relation  to  America  by  Dr  MacColl  of  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Next  we  heard  about  the  new  Canadian  union,  and  Dr  Garvie 
and  Dr  Scott  Lidgett  put  before  us  the  vision  of  union  with  the  Congre- 
gationalists  and  Methodists  of  England.  Then  the  Archbishop  of  Wales 
showed  us  the  more  distant  prospect  of  union  with  Anglicanism,  and 
Principal  Paul  of  Belfast  brought  us  back  to  some  of  the  obstacles  that 
have  to  be  overcome.  •  A  great  day  altogether,  that  lifted  us  out  of  our 
sectarian  ruts  into  the  spacious  King’s  Highway.  The  anti-union  spirit 
is  by  no  means  dead  in  Presbyterianism,  but  it  was  dumb  at  Cardiff.  An 
afternoon  sederunt  was  devoted  to  “  Ideals  of  Christian  Education.” 
Outstanding  among  the  excellent  addresses  were  the  breezy  speeches  of 
two  successful  pastors — Dr  J.  T.  Stone  of  Chicago  and  Dr  Drummond  of 
Edinburgh — on  the  Training  of  the  Membership  to  meet  the  enlarged 
demands  of  the  Church.  It  was  surprising  to  find  the  church  filled  again 
at  night  to  listen  to  very  solid  addresses  on  “  The  Ministry  and  Sacra¬ 
ments.”  Welsh  people,  however,  love  theology,  and  one  did  not  wonder  at 
it  when  hearing  Professor  Williams  of  Bala  on  this  theme.  Professor  Adams 
Brown’s  fine  treatment  of  the  same  subject  did  not  get  justice  at  the  close 
of  a  hot  and  crowded  day.  It  will  appear  in  full  in  the  Council  volume. 

After  four  such  days  we  deserved  a  whole  holiday,  and  we  got  it  indeed 
in  the  splendid  Saturday  excursion  arranged  by  the  local  committee. 
Its  variety  was  charming — a  sea  trip  to  Weston,  a  run  in  most  comfortable 
motors  to  ancient  Glastonbury,  ecclesiastical  Wells,  and  the  majestic 
Cheddar  gorge.  Where  else  could  one  see  on  the  same  day  such  historic 
ruins,  such  perfection  of  cathedral  building,  such  fine  cliff  scenery  ?  Every 
one  was  loud  in  praise  of  the  arrangements  and  of  the  courtesy  received 
from  Canon  Alcock,  the  Bishop,  and  the  Dean  of  Wells. 

Cardiff  pulpits  were  mostly  manned  by  delegates  on  Sunday,  and  there 
was  an  impressive  Communion  Service  in  the  afternoon,  conducted  by 
the  President,  President-elect,  and  Professor  J.  Victor  of  Budapest.  It 
is  difficult  to  describe  without  exaggeration  the  wonderful  United  Service 
of  Praise  in  the  Park  Hall  that  Sunday  evening.  This  of  itself  was  enough 
to  make  the  Council  memorable.  It  revealed  to  many  the  glorious  possi¬ 
bilities  of  sacred  song  when  men  and  women  give  themselves  up  to  the 
glow  and  passion  of  it.  Nothing  was  sung  that  was  not  eminently  worthy, 
and  the  rendering  of  the  Hallelujah  Chorus,  without  rehearsal,  by  the 
whole  assembled  multitude,  wasirihm’g  to  be  remembered  as  long  as  one 
lives.  “  Not  this  side  of  heaven,”  said  the  President,  “  do  we  Americans 
expect  ever  to  hear  such  singing  as  that  again.”  We  felt  immensely 
indebted  to  Dr  Evans  and  his  massed  choirs  for  this  characteristically 
Welsh  product — no  mere  demonstration,  but  a  mighty  act  of  spiritual 
expression. 

** 
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On  Monday  we  discussed  “  Reformation  Principles  in  tlieir  Modern 
Applications.”  The  first  of  these  on  the  programme  was  “  The  Authority 
of  Holy  Scripture,”  and  we  were  at  once  face  to  face  with  a  leading  issue 
in  the  American  fundamentalist  agitation.  Dr  Clarence  Macartney, 
ex-Moderator  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.,  was  emphatic 
and  uncompromising  in  his  assertion  of  Biblical  inerrancy,  and  he  took  a 
pessimistic  view  of  the  state  of  thought  in  the  British  Churches.  After 
him  came  the  Rev.  Daniel  Lamont  of  Helensburgh,  whose  paper  was  one 
of  the  most  masterly  delivered  before  the  Council.  While  his  standpoint 
was  quite  opposed  to  that  of  Dr  Macartney,  he  avoided  the  polemic  note 
and  stood  strongly  for  the  authority  of  Christ  speaking  through  the  Scrip¬ 
tures.  The  atmosphere  being  rather  tense,  we  were  calmed  by  a  call  to 
prayer,  led  by  Dr  M‘Corkle  of  the  Southern  Presbyterian  Church,  U.S., 
and  the  discussion  was  continued  in  an  amicable  spirit.  The  papers  that 
followed — by  Professor  Mackay  of  Edinburgh  and  Professor  Sebestyen  of 
Budapest — dealt  with  the  Sovereignty  of  God  on  orthodox  Calvinistic 
lines,  and  Dr  Willard  Paterson  of  Beaver  Falls  took  up  the  modern  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  Doctrine  of  Justification  by  Faith.  The  same  subject  in  its 
relation  to  Modern  Democracy  was  the  theme  of  the  evening  public  meet¬ 
ing  in  the  Tabernacle  Baptist  Church.  Professor  Main  of  Glasgow  spoke 
on  “  The  Ethical  Ideals  of  the  Reformers,”  and  Dr  H.  C.  Swearingen  of 
Minneapolis  on  the  democratic  character  of  the  Reformation  movement. 
The  French  Reformed  Church  is  now  taking  steps  to  erect  a  memorial  to 
Calvin  in  Noyon,  the  place  of  his  birth,  and  the  Council  was  glad  to  hear 
Dr  Pannier,  Secretary  of  the  Huguenot  Society  of  Paris,  expounding  the 
project,  which  by  a  later  resolution  was  commended  to  the  sympathy  and 
support  of  all  Presbyterians. 

The  Continental  delegates  had  a  special  session  to  themselves  on 
Monday  afternoon  to  discuss  matters  appertaining  to  their  Churches,  and 
the  means  by  which  they  could  best  help  the  Alliance. 

The  day  after  (June  30)  was  devoted  to  the  International  Situation 
and  its  challenge  to  the  Church.  We  had  placed  before  us  the  points  of 
view  of  Great  Britain,  America,  and  the  Continent.  Dr  R.  C.  Gillie, 
Moderator  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  England,  was  at  his  best  in 
setting  forth  the  British  attitude.  Dr  Beach,  fresh  from  a  visitation  of 
Central  Europe,  spoke  for  the  American  Continental  Committee  of  the 
Alliance.  A  representative  of  the  “  Eglise  libre  ”  of  France  read  a  paper 
contributed  by  M.  Wautier  d’Aygaliers  of-  Paris.  Dr  Keller  told  us  of  the 
great  relief  effort  that  has  its  centre  at  Zurich,  and  Bishop  Antal  of 
Hungary  unfolded  to  us  a  comparatively  unknown  chapter  in  Church 
history — how  250  years  ago  Magyar  Protestants  suffered  as  galley  slaves 
just  when  the  Scottish  Covenanters  were  undergoing  persecution  on  their 
hills  and  moors.  During  the  remainder  of  the  forenoon  and  all  through  the 
afternoon  session  we  listened  to  speeches  from  foreign  delegates,  which 
were  a  prolonged  and  varied  appeal  for  help  and  sympathy,  not  without 
notes  of  hope  and  progress.  A  series  of  resolutions  was  passed,  bearing  on 
the  oppression  of  religious  minorities  in  Europe  and  other  questions 
affecting  the  Continent. 

The  biggest  meeting  of  the  whole  period  of  the  Council  was  that  held 
in  Wood  Street  Chapel  in  the  evening.  It  was  no  small  achievement  to 
get  an  audience  of  well  over  2000  together  on  a  sweltering  summer  night  in 
the  interests  of  World  Peace.  The  first  half  hour  was  occupied  by  a 
beautiful  rendering  of  Bach’s  cantata  “  God’s  time  is  the  best.”  Then 
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the  Bishop  of  St  David’s  took  the  chair  and  we  had  an  American  Presby¬ 
terian,  Dr  A.  J.  Brown,  a  Continental  Reformed  Churchman,  Dr  A  Keller, 
and  an  Australian-Tn^h  Congregationalist,  Dr  F.  W.  Norwood,  thrilling 
us  in  turn  with  their  earnest  and  impassioned  pleas  for  international 
unity  and  concord.  And  we  sang  some  of  the  great  hymns  of  the 
Universal  Church  in  four  languages,  Welsh  preponderating.  We  were  all 
for  International  Arbitration,  The  League  of  Nations,  and  the  World 
Alliance  for  promoting  International  Friendship  through  the  Churches, 
and  a  resolution  embodying  our  desires  was  passed  in  due  course.  This 
was  almost  the  culmination  of  our  series  of  meetings.  Delegates  began 
after  this  to  slip  away  and  though  the  attendance  of  the  public  con¬ 
tinued  good  to  the  last,  most  members  of  the  Council  seemed  to  feel  that 
attendance  for  eight  strenuous  days  was  enough. 

Yet  the  programmes  for  the  last  two  days  were  as  attractive  as  any. 
Wednesday,  1st  July,  was  Missionary  Day  and  we  delighted  to  welcome 
as  chairman  of  the  morning  sederunt  the  Rev.  D.  S.  Botha,  delegate  from 
the  Dutch  Reformed  Church  of  South  Africa,  just  restored  to  our  fellow¬ 
ship.  “  Aspects  of  Missions  within  the  Alliance  ”  was  the  topic.  Natur¬ 
ally  our  thoughts  turned  to  the  wonderful  progress  of  the  last  fifty  years 
which  was  set  before  us  admirably  in  a  paper  by  Dr  Qglivie.  That  very 
progress  had  suggested  problems  which  were  the  subject  of  discussion, 
not  forgetting  the  ever  present  problem  of  the  Jew.  There  was  a  first-rate 
missionary  meeting  in  the  evening  in  the  Memorial  Hall  when  we  had  a 
lady  speaker  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Alliance  in  the  person 
of  Mrs  Wallace  Radclifie,  and  missionaries  addressing  us  from  five  branches 
of  Presbyterianism.  One  of  them  revealed  a  new  mission  field  in  the 
Ukraine  where  petrified  Greek  orthodoxy  is  being  disturbed  by  evangelis¬ 
ing  influences  that  have  come  from  Canada  and  the  United  States. 

The  closing  day  was  full  of  interest  from  first  to  last.  “  The  Church  and 
the  New  Age  ”  was  our  final  note.  With  Principal  Oman  in  the  chair 
and  such  speakers  as  Principal  Galloway  of  St  Andrews,  Dr  Wishart  of 
Pittsburgh,  Dr  R.  P.  Wilder  of  New  York,  and  Mr  Morgan  Jones  of 
Merthyr,  we  were  sure  of  a  feast  of  good  things  and  were  not  disappointed. 
With  the  new  intellectual  and  social  outlook  under  discussion  difference  of 
opinion  was  inevitable,  but  there  was  no  unpleasant  friction.  The.  Council 
ended  in  a  very  hopeful  strain,  notwithstanding  all  the  difficulties  ahead, 
and  Dr  James  Black’s  address  on  “  Youth  in  the  New  Age,”  given  at  the 
evening  meeting  to  a  crowded  congregation,  was  certainly  an  utterance 
that  showed  great  confidence  in  the  Church  s  future. 

We  passed  a  series  of  important  resolutions  in  the  afternoon,  bearing 
largely  on  the  organisation  of  the  Alliance.  With  the  extension  of  its  work 
increased  finance  is  necessary,  and  the  churches  are  to  be  asked  to  add  to 
tlicir  contributions  by  50  per  cent.  The  most'  notable  accession  to  the 
Alliance  is  that  of  the  United  Church  of  Canada,  opening  up  the  vision  ot 
Presbyterians,  Methodists,  and  Congreg'ationalists  ultimately  joining  in  one 
great  communion.  In  India ,  as  well  as  in  Canada,  this  vision  is  approach¬ 
ing  realisation.  In  America  the  Council  of  Reformed  Churches  is  now 
amalgamated  with  the  Western  Section  of  the  Alliance  Before  another 
Council  several  questions  will  be  considered  by  the  two  Sections,  such  as 
the  next  place  of  meeting,  the  relation  of  women  to  the  Alliance,  the  invita¬ 
tion  of  students’  delegates  to  the  Council,  and  chief  of  all,  the  possibility  ot 
framing  a  brief  statement  of  our  common  faith.  The  Very  Rev.  J.  M. 
Ogilvie  of  Edinburgh  was  nominated  as  the  next  President,  Dr  Merle 
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d’Aubign6  of  Paris  and  Professor  R.  C.  Reed  of  Columbia,  N.  Carolina,1  as 
Vice-presidents.  The  present  General  Secretary  continues  in  office  till  the 
end  of  1927. 

There  was  no  sign  of  flagging  enthusiasm  when  we  assembled  for  our 
last  meeting.  Windsor  Place  Church  had  never  before  in  its  history  been 
taxed  to  accommodate  so  many  people.  After  Dr  Black’s  address,  the 
President,  Dr  M‘Naugher,  gave  his  valedictory,  and  introduced  his 
successor,  Dr  Ogilvie.  This  last  act,  like  all  his  procedure  in  the  chair, 
was  marked  by  a  fine  grace  and  dignity.  And  we  could  not  separate 
without  voicing  our  feelings  in  an  omnibus  resolution  of  thanks  to  the 
Cardiff  friends  for  all  their  considerate  kindness  and  lavish  hospitality. 
Our  hearts  were  charged  to  overflowing  in  remembrance  of  it  all,  and  no 
form  of  words  could  fully  express  our  debt  of  gratitude.  There  was  one 
especially  whom  we  could  not  thank  sufficiently — the  Rev.  John  Roberts, 
the  most  efficient  and  ever  mindful  local  Secretary.  Not  far  behind  him 
was  the  Rev.  David  Anderson,  the  minister  of  Windsor  Place  Church,  who 
was  attentive  in  a  great  variety  of  ways,  particularly  as  regards  the  music. 
And  we  shall  not  soon  forget  the  Rev.  R.  R.  Roberts,  who  presided  at  the 
luncheons  from  day  to  day. 

Looking  back  at  Cardiff  and  its  achievement,  we  must  all  agree  that  it 
entertained  nobly  one  of  the  very  best  Councils  in  our  history,  and  that 
its  people,  by  their  extraordinary  interest  in  our  meetings  from  beginning 
to  end,  did  much  to  make  them  a  conspicuous  success. 

This  will  take  rank  as  the  most  international  of  our  great  gatherings. 
Outside  Great  Britain  and  America  we  had  50  representatives  present  from 
twenty  countries,  and  we  heard  the  Scriptures  read  and  the  Lord  s  Prayer 
repeated  in  eight  different  languages.  The  American  delegation  numbered 
117  and  the  British  100. 

The  Women’s  Missionary  Meetings  on  June  29  and  30,  perfectly 
organised  by  Miss  Mathews,  were  largely  attended  and  most  stimulating. 

IMPRESSIONS 

(1)  By  Rev.  Adam  Philip,  D.D.,  Longforgan. 

In  glorious  weather  and  amid  many  tokens  of  goodwill,  the  Twelfth 
Council  of  the  Presbyterian  Alliance  met,  continued,  and  closed.  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Cardiff  not  only  gave  us  a  civic  welcome  but  gave  us  also 
a  noble  Christian  speech,  and  a  like  graciousness  was  shown  to  the  dele¬ 
gates  by  the  humblest  members  of  the  community.  The  delegates,  well  on 
to  three  hundred  in  number,  were  hospitably  entertained  by  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  Wales  and  its  friends,  and  the  other  Churches  of  the 
Principality  vied  with  one  another  in  showing  their  interest.  In  a  score  of 
ways,  by  speech  and  sermon  and  by  hospitality  at  the  Palace,  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  and  the  clergy  proclaimed  their  goodwill,  and  nothing  could 
have  exceeded  the  kindness  of  the  Bishop  and  Dean  of  Wells  on  the 
occasion  of  our  visit  to  that  famous  Cathedral. 

For  aught  I  know  there  may  have  been,  behind  the  scenes,  moments  of 
concern  if  not  of  friction.  But  everything  moved  like  clockwork,  largely 
owing  to  the  competent  preparation  of  Dr  Fleming,  the  General  Secretary, 
and  to  a  host  of  devoted  local  workers  headed  by  the  Rev.  John  Roberts, 
who  seemed  to  remember  all  and  forget  nothing.  With  these  we  should 

1  With  deep  regret  we  have  to  record  the  sudden  death  of  Prof.  Reed  a  few  days 
after  the  close  of  the  Council. 
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associate  the  President,  Dr  M‘Naugher,  a  strong,  lovable  personality,  who, 
by  his  opening  address,  his  tact  in  the  chair,  and  by  his  beautiful  and 
tender  address  at  the  Communion  Table,  did  much  to  endear  himself  to  all. 

I  had  never  before  been  a  delegate  to  the  Council  and  was  greatly 
interested  in  seeing  and  hearing  the  distinguished  speakers,  who  hailed 
from  every  continent  and  from  scores  of  Churches.  Our  Scottish  repre¬ 
sentatives  took  a  large  and  important  part.  Dr  Forgan,  of  course,  made 
an  admirable. chairman  of  the  Business  Committee.  Both  the  Moderators 
were  present  and  Dr  Ogilvie,  the  new  President. 

Listening  to  the  paper  on  the  “  Founding  and  Achievements  of  the 
Alliance,”  and  recalling  from  student  days  the  first  meeting  of  the  Council,  I 
could  not  help  thinking  how  it  had  taken  a  grip  of  the  situation  in  a  fashion 
that  would  have  gladdened  its  founders  and  that  augured  well  for  its  future 
in  the  Presbyterian  Churches  of  the  world.  That  so  many  Churches  should 
have  apolied  recently  for  admission  to  the  Council  is  a  fact  that  speaks  for 
itself,  and  the  presence  of  Mr  D.  S.  Botha  from  South  Africa  closes  a 
chapter  of  painful  estrangement.  Had  the  meeting  done  nothing  else 
than  it  did,  in  binding  together  and  cheering  our  brethren  from  the  stricken 
Continent,  it  would  have  more  than  justified  itself.  The  Cardiff  Council 
will  be  remembered  for  long  as  the  Continental  Council.  It  gave  timely 
expression  to  the  longing  for  International  Peace.  I  was  greatly  de¬ 
lighted  with  the  address  of  Dr  Gillie,  with  what  was  said  of  the  attitude 
of  the  United  States  by  Dr  A.  J.  Brown,  and  with  the  paper  of  Dr  Keller. 

There  were  some  moments  that  might  be  called  high-water  marks  of  the 
meetings.  The  opening  sermon  was  impressive.  Some  of  us  will  remember 
for  long  the  singing  of  the  choirs,  especially  the  rendering  of  the  Hallelujah 
Chorus  joined  in  by  a  vast  congregation  of  worshippers,  under  the  inspiring 
leadership  of  Prof.  Evans.  .  , 

But  to  my  mind  one  of  the  greatest  moments  of  the  Council  was  that 
which  followed  the  weighty  paper  of  Mr  Lament  of  Helensburgh  on  the 
“  Authority  of  Scripture.”'  It  is  no  secret  that  there  was  some  division 
in  the  Council  on  the  subject.  But  in  tone  and  statement  Mr  Lamont’s 
paper  was  excellent  and  reassuring.  And  when  on  the  suggestion  of  an 
American  delegate  it  was  followed  by  prayer,  we  felt  that  God  s  spirit  was 
moving  in  our  hearts  and  that  we  were  one  in  our  loyalty  to  Christ  and 

His  truth.  ,  ,  n  t> 

But  we  had  many  addresses,  longer  or  shorter  from  men  like  Ur 
Carnegie  Simpson,  Principal  Paul,  Dr  Lidgett  and  Principal  Garvie,  which 
sent  us  away  thinking  and  helped. 

If  I  misfit  venture  a  word  of  criticism,  it  would  be  to  say  that  the 
Programme  was  a  trifle  overweighted.  The  attendance  kept  up  remark¬ 
ably,  but  we  had  too  many  great  addresses.  At  the  same  time,  my  im¬ 
pression  is  that  discussion  that  is  not  prepared  for  is,  speaking  generally, 
not  helpful,  and  such  as  we  had  occasionally  added  little  to  our  store. 

Owing  to  the  nature  of  the  building  where  we  met,  there  was  too 
much  movement  around  and  behind  the  platform.  If  not  disconcerting 
to  speakers  it  was  distracting  to  listeners. 

I  think  also  at  the  Communion  Service  that  it  would  be  a  gam 
to  gather  the  worshippers  together.  It  would  add  to  the  beauty  and 
quiet  of  this  touching  ordinance.  ••  , 

I  should  like  to  say  again  how  deeply  we  felt  the  goodwill  of  the  people 
of  Cardiff  and  how  impressed  we  were  by  their  wonderful  enthusiasm  at 
the  public  meetings  in  the  evening. 
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(2)  By  Rev.  Dr  Charles  Merle  D’Aubigne,  Paris. 

The  Cardiff  Council  of  1925  seems  to  me —  j 

1.  To  have  confirmed  and  intensified  the  rt^solution  of  the  Alliance — 
already  manifested  in  Pittsburgh  and  partially  realised  in  Lausanne  and 
Zurich — to  devote  all  its  energies  to  the  relief,  the  maintenance,  the 
inspiration,  the  revivification  of  the  weak,  the  suffering,  the  undeveloped 
Churches  of  the  Continent.  The  Alliance — while  leaving  these  Churches, 
as  it  is  right,  full  liberty  to  develop  on  their  own  lines  and- according  to 
their  own  traditions — will  endeavour  to  help  them  to  become  potential¬ 
ities  for  good,  spiritual  centres  from  which  active  influences  will  radiate 
for  the  spread  of  Gospel  Truth  and  Christian  Life  in  their  several  countries. 

2.  The  Alliance  has  affirmed  its  desire  to  extend  its  hand  of  fellowship 
not  to  certain  of  these  Reformed  Churches,  but  to  cdl.  And  this  has  been 
done  not  in  any  way  with  the  intention  of  minimising  or  toning  down  the 
vital  affirmations  of  the  Christian  faith,  but  of  giving  to  all  the  benefit 
of  the  living  faith,  ripe  experience,  apostolic  zeal  and  organising  capacity, 
which  have  been  the  privilege — and  therefore  the  responsibility — of  certain 
members  of  the  Alliance — on  the  Continent  and  elsewhere. 

The  Alliance  seems  to  have  come  to  the  conviction  that  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  Christian  Churches,  no  more  than  it  is  that  of  individual  Christians, 
to  stand  aloof  and  look  down  in  disdain  on  their  weaker  brethren — weak 


in  faith  or  weak  in  action — but  to  stoop  down  and  nurse  them  and  give 
them  “  the  wine  and  oil  ”  of  the  Heavenly  wayfarer. 

3.  The  Cardiff  Council  has  endeavoured  to  work  towards  that  end  : 
the  revivification  of  the  Reformed  and  Presbyterian  Churches  all  over 
the  world  inter  alia,  by  creating  a  steadying  and  soothing  influence  on  the 
dogmatic  controversies  raging  in  some  quarters,  and  by  facilitating  the 
evolution  of  thought  towards  an  “  Evangelism,”  which,  while  taking 
into  full  account  all  the  sure  findings  of  scientific  research,  will  uphold 
unflinchingly  the  cardinal  truths  of  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ,  and  ensure 
its  grip  upon  the  human  soul  for  the  full  Redemption  of  our  fallen 
Humanity. 

If,  as  I  fully  believe  it  has,  the  Cardiff  Council  has  realised  some 
progress  on  these  three  points,  it  has  not  been  held  in  vain,  and  we,  who 
have  been  the  recipients,  owe  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  those  who,  at 
such  a  great  cost  of  thought  and  labour,  were  the  organisers  of  this  im¬ 
portant  gathering,  as  well  as  to  all  those  who,  by  their  weighty  contribu¬ 
tions  and  hospitable  arrangements,  concurred  in  making  it  both  agreeable 
and  highly  beneficent. 


(3)  By  Rev.  Jacques  Martin,  Geneva. 

{From  “  La  Semaine  Edigieuse ,”  July  11.) 

Les  organisateurs  du  Concile  de  Cardiff  n’avaient  pas  craint  d’introduire 
dans  le  programme  les  questions  brfilantes  ;  briilantes  surtout  aux  Etats- 
Unis,  si  elles  ne  le  sont  plus  en  Europe.  La  premiere  etait  ainsi  con§ue  : 
Une  commune  declaration  ou  confession  de  foi  est-elle  desirable  et  possible 
pour  le  monde  reforme  ? 

Le  president  du  jour,  un  Gallois,  Rev.  E.  0.  Davies,  se  basant  sur  les 
experiences  de  son  Eglise,  posa  d’abord  nettement  le  droit  des  Eglises  de 
reformer  leurs  confessions  de  foi.  Beaucoup  d’entre  elles,  en  effet,  plus 
que  les  notres,  tiennent  a  en  avoir  et  Mr  Davies  est  a  la  fete  d’une  revision 
de  la  Confession  qui  regit  son  Eglise. 


To  the  Special  Commission  of  1925 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.  S.  A. 

November  27th,  1925 

e,  the  undersigned  younger  immsters  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  deplore  the  misconceptions  of  the  church  prevalent  among 
many  who  stand  aloof  from  its  activities,  and  we  are  seriously  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  present  state  of  unrest  and  confusion  within  our 
church.  We  believe  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  misunderstand¬ 
ings  from  without  is  the  church's  failure  to  express  God  s  eternal 
truth  in  language  understandable  and  helpful  to  people  of  to-day. 
We  feel  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  ot  unrest  within  our  church  is 
the  wide  difference  of  opinion  in  the  church  regarding  the  exact 
meaning  of  subscription  to  the  Confession  of  Faith.  This  confusion 
has  been  accentuated  by  the  General  Assembly  s  practice  of  issuing 
deliverances  on  doctrinal  matters  without  making  such  statements 
part  of  the  law  of  the  church  in  the  constitutional  manner;  i.  e.  by 
submitting  them  for  ratification,  or  rejection,  by  the  Presbyteries. 
The  deliverance  of  1910  which  was  reaffirmed  in  1916  and  1923 
represents  one  point  of  view  concerning  the  meaning  of  the  terms  of 
subscription  which  is  quite  at  variance  with  that  enunciated  by 
General  Assemblies  in  the  statements  issued  m  connection  with  the 
reunions  of  1870  and  1906  and  with  the  Declaratory  Statement  of 
1903  which  was  constitutionally  adopted  as  a  part  of  our  Confes¬ 
sion  of  Faith.  "We  see  little  hope  for  peace  in  the  church  so  long 
as  this  confusion  of  mind  based  on  contradictory  historic  precedents 
exists. 


We  believe  that  the  chief  task  before  the  church  in  our 
time  is  not  doctrinal  warfare  hut  the  uniting  of  all  Christians  in  a 
persistent  effort  to  bring  every  man  face  to  face  with  Jesus  Christ 
and  into  obedience  to  His  will. 

In  view  of  all  this  and  of  the  fact  that  we  ourselves  came  into 
the  Presbyterian  ministry  mindful  of  our  Constitution  s  declaration 
that"God  alone  is  Lord  of  the  conscience  and  hath  left  it  free  from 
the  commandments  and  ordinances  of  men  ,  we  believe  that  the 
first  and  most  necessary  step  toward  securing  and  maintaining  the 
peace,  purity  and  progress  of  our  church  is  such  immediate  coor¬ 
dination  and  revision  of  the  terms  of  subscription  to  the  Westmin¬ 
ster  Confession  as  will  make  unmistakably  explicit  that  it  is  not  a 
final  and  perfect  test  of  orthodoxy  hut  may  he  interpreted  by  each 
generation  under  the  guidance  of  the  spirit  of  Christ.  Only  so,  we 
believe,  may  there  he  established  beyond  question  the  right  of 
Presbyterian  Ministers,  Elders  and  Deacons,  to  stand  fast  in  tbe 
liberty  wberewitb  Christ  bas  made  them  free.  We  respectfully 
urge  sucb  immediate  action  upon  the  Commission  and  upon  the 
Church  at  large.  (over) 


la  tins  connection  we  would  recommend  to  all  members  of 
our  ckurek  a  careful  study  of  tke  terms  of  subscription  adopted  by 
tke  General  Assembly  of  tbe  United  Free  CWcb  of  Scotland  m 
May  1924,  as  follows:- 

Preamble  and  Questions  at  tke  Licensing  of  Probationers. 

The  Candidate  for  License  having  taken  his  place  before  the  Presby¬ 
tery,  the  Moderator  shall  declare  as  followss- 

In  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  King  and  Head  of  the  Church,  we 
are  met  here  as  a  Presbytery  to  license  M.  N.  to  preach  the  Gospel  as  a  Probationer 
of  this  Church. 

The  United  Free  Church  of  Scotland,  with  all  the  Churches  of  the  Reformation, 
acknowledges  as  her  supreme  Standard  the  Word  of  God  contained  in  the  Scrip¬ 
tures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments- 

The  Church  holds  as  her  Subordinate  Standard  the  Westminster  Confession  of 
Faith;  by  her  Declaratory  Acts  she  recognizes  liberty  of  Judgment  on  points  of 
doctrine  which  do  not  enter  into  the  substance  of  the  Faith;  and  she  further  claims 
the  right,  as  duty  may  require,  to  interpret,  add  to,  modify,  or  change  her  Subor¬ 
dinate  Standards  and  Formulas,  under  the  promised  guidance  of  the  Holy  Spirit, 
and  with  a  sense  of  direct  responsibility  to  her  Lord. 

In  this  act  of  License  the  Church  affirms  anew  her  faith  in  God  through  Jesus 
Christ,  and  her  commission  to  proclaim  the  Gospel  received  by  the  Apostles,  pre¬ 
served  and  unfolded  through  the  ages  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  verified  in  the  ex¬ 
perience  and  fellowship  of  believers. 

Then  the  Moderator,  addressing  the  Candidate,  who  is  to  stand  and 
make  answer  to  the  questions  put  t©  him,  shall  say 

M.  N.,  in  view  of  this  Declaration,  you  are  now  required  to  answer  these  ques¬ 
tions  :- 

I.  Do  you  believe  in  one  God— Father,  Son  and  Holy  Spirit;  and  do  you  confess 
anew  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  as  your  Saviour  and  Lord? 

II.  Do  you  believe,  and  will  you  faithfully  proclaim,  the  Gospel  of  the  love 
and  grace  of  God,  wherein  through  Jesus  Christ,  His  only  Son,  our  Lord,  He  freely 
offers  to  all  men  forgiveness  and  eternal  life,  and  calls  them  into  the  fellowship 
and  service  of  His  Kingdom? 

HI.  Do  you  believe  the  Word  of  God  contained  in  the  Scriptures  in  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments  to  be  the  supreme  rule  of  Faith  and  Life? 

IV.  Do  you  acknowledge  the  Westminster  Confession  of  Faith  as  the  Subor¬ 
dinate  Standard  of  this  Church,  and  do  you  believe  the  fundamental  doctrines  of 
the  i  hristian  Faith  contained  therein? 

V.  Do  you  believe,  as  . this  Church  in  her  historic  testimony  has  constantly 
affirmed,  that  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  is  the  only  King  and  Head  of  the  Church;  that 
the  Church  derives  from  Him  a  government  distinct  from  civil  government;  and 
that  civil  rulers  possess  no  jurisdiction  in  her  spiritual  affairs? 

VI.  Do  you  acknowledge  the  Presbyterian  government  and  discipline,  as 
authorized  In  this  Church,  to  be  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God?  do  you  promise  to 
be  subject  in  the  Lord  to  the  several  courts  of  this  Church?  do  you  engage  to  seek 
the  purity,  growth,  and  peace  of  this  Church,  and  to  cherish  a  spirit  of  brotherhood 
towards  all  the  faithful  followers  of  Christ? 

VII.  Are  not  zeal  for  the  glory  of  God,  love  to  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  a 
desire  for  the  salvation  of  men,  so  far  as  you  know  your  own  heart,  your  chief  mo¬ 
tives  for  seeking  to  enter  into  the  office  of  ihe  Holy  Ministry? 

VIII  Do  you  engage,  in  the  strength  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  to  walk  worthy 
of  your  calling,  to  discharge  faithfully  the  duties  of  a  Probationer  of  this  Church, 
and  to  seek  the  furtherance  of  the  Kingdom  of  God? 

IX.  And  all  these  things  you  profess  and  promise  through  grace,  as  you  would 
answer  to  your  Lord,  and  enter  into  His  eternal  joy? 


George  H.  Allen,  Jr. 
Bedros  K.  Apelian 
Roland  Bahnsen 
Joseph  E.  Barker 
Howard  J.  Baumgartel 
Philip  S.mead  Bird 
R.  H.  Blackshear 
Paul  F.  Boiler 
Harry  V.  Bonner 
Ludvik  Burian 
Albert  George  Butzer 
Edmund  B.  Chaffee 
Donald  M.  Chappel 
Robert  H.  Clarke 
Arthur  T.  Cort 
George  A.  Crapullo 
John  H.  Creighton 
Walter  S.  Davison 
Charles  H.  Dayton 
Victor  C.  Detty 
George  M.  Duff 
Fred  Eastman 
Frank  Halliday  Ferris 
Robert  Findlay 
R.  W.  Frank  !  .. 

Henry  Natsch  Furnald 
Leo  Alvin  Gates 
Ralph  V.  Gilbert 
G.  M.  Gordon 
Frank  L.  Gosnell 
Carl  J.  Grabb 
As  Philip  Guiles 
Edward  W.  Hale 
Basil  Douglas  Hall 
Cameron  P.  Hall 
Warren  Daniel  Hall 
Warren  E.  Hall 
Pierson  P.  Harris 
Lyman  R.  Hartley 
Paul  S.  Heath 
W.  F.  Heldstab 
Robert  M.  Henry 
Jesse  Herrmann 
Newman  W.  Hess 
Joseph  Hillman.  Hollister 
Harvey  E.  Holt 
Paul  R.  Hoppe 
Stanley  A.  Hunter 


Bath,  N.  Y. 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Durham,  N.  H. 
Parnassus,  Pa. 
Utica,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Lancaster,  N.  Y. 
McGraw,  N.  Y. 
Hopkins,  Minn. 
Ridgewood,  N.  J. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Rochester,  N.  Y. 
Buffalo,  N.  Y. 
Adams,  N.  Y. 
Union,  N.  Y. 
Peoria,  Ill. 
East  Orange,  N.  J. 
Bergen,  N.  Y. 
Burnesville,  N.  C. 
Riverdale,  N.  Y. 
Scarsdale,  N.  Y. 
East  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Cuba,  N.  Y. 

,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Riverdale,  N.  Y. 
Buffalo,  N.  Y. 
Independence,  Iowa 
East  Orange,  N.  J. 
Auburn,  N.  Y. 
Sauquoit,  N.  Y. 
Edgewater,  N.  J. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

Vergennes,  Vt. 
Wyandotte,  Mich. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 
Crestline,  Ohio 
Orange,  N.  J. 
Cincinnati,  Ohio 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Mt.  Vernon,  N.  Y. 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Luzerne,  N.  Y. 
Berkeley,  Cal. 


Graham  C.  Hunter 
Charles  K.  Imbrie 
William  Lloyd  Imes 
Frank  L.  jane  way 
Ray  Freeman  Jenney 
John  Paul  Jones 
Edwin  O.  Kennedy 
Hermann  G.  Klemme 
Walter  David  Knight 
Ira  L.  Livingston 
Royal  E.  MacGowan 
George  Mair 
William  H.  Marbach 
Harold  R.  Martin 
Daniel  S.  McCorkle 
S.  W.  McClelland 
Archibald  McClure 
John  Calvin  McCoy 
Hugh  A.  Moran 
Arthur  Mortenson 
Charles  M.  Moser 
Morgan  Noyes 
Henry  A.  Pearce 
Thornton  B.  Penfield,  Ji 
George  A.  Percival 
Max  C.  Putney 
G.  Barrett  Rich,  3rd 
Robert  B.  Rock 
Theodore  F.  Savage 
R.  Paul  Schearrer 

G.  A.  Schnatz 
Lary  Baker  Small 
Clarence  A.  Spaulding 
Theodore  C.  Speers' 
Thomas  Guthrie  Speers 
George  Stewart,  j r. 
Alfred  W.  Swan 
Charles  B.  Swartz 
George  L.  Tappan 

H.  Sears  Thompson 
Joseph  H.  Vaner 
Henry  P.  Van  Busen 
Tertius  Van  Dyke 

E.  J.  Weeks 
H.  L.  Weir 
Paul  R.  Wolfe 
Charles  j.  Wood 
Howard  V.  Yergin 
Clifford  John  Young 


Fullerton,  Cal. 
Penn  Yan,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Buffalo,  N.  Y. 
Galesburg,  Ill. 
Binghamton,  N.  Y. 
West  Orange,  N.  J. 
Bozeman,  Mont. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Forest  Park,  Ill. 
Coudersport,  Pa. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Jacksonville,  Ill. 
Gary,  Ill. 
Bearcreek,  Montana. 
Monroe,  Mich. 
South  Bend,  Ind. 
Marysville,  Ohio 
Ithaca,  N.  Y. 
South  Bend,  Ind. 
Pine  Plains,  N.  Y. 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
West  Orange,  N.  J. 
Englewood,  N.  J. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Mohegan  Lake,  N.  Y. 

Laurel,  Miss. 
New  Providence,  N.  J. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Endicdtt,  N.  Y. 

.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

New  York,  N.  Y. 
Santa  Barbara,  Cal. 
New  York/'N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

-  New  Work,  N.  V.  ~ 
Marion,  Ohio 
Chicago,  Ill. 
Hammond  sport,  N.  Y. 
Ottumwa,  Iowa. 
Bearcreek,  Montana. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Berea,  Kentucky 
Berea,  Kentucky 
Keene  Valley,  N.  Y. 
Phelps,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Rockville  Center,  L.  I. 


{Correspondence  regarding  this  statement  may  be  addressed  to 


SEND^t  LICENSURE  MEMORIAL  TO  ASSEMBLY 

New/ ^ork^ Presbytery,  at  its  meeting  April j  emphatic  expression.  (Digest  i,  P.  364.) 

13,  adopted  a  memorial  to  General  Asseniblyi  Your  venerable  body  will  see,  to  sum  up  our 
asluhg  that  the  permanent  judicial  commission  interpretation  of  this  important  subject,  that 


consider  certain  facts  in  relation  to  the  licen¬ 
sing  of  candidates  for  the  ministry.  Because  of 
the  importance  of  the  request  and  the  interest 
which  attaches  to  it  The  Continent  publishes 
it  in  full  herewith : 

On  different  occasions  complaints  have  been 
sent  to  you  from  members  of  this  body,  as  well 
as  from  other  presbyteries,  against  the  action 
of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  in  licensing 
candidates  for  the  ministry.  Serious  and  very 
grave  charges  have  been  made  which  not  only 
reflected  upon  the  loyalty  of  this  presbytery  to 
the  denomination  of  which  it  is  a  part,  but 
questioned  the  interpretation  of  authority  un¬ 
der  which  the  presbytery  acted.  These  com¬ 
plaints  have  not  only  caused  serious  unrest 
which  has  interfered  with  the  proper  func¬ 
tions  of  the  church,  but  they  have  brought  re¬ 
flection  upon  the  life  and  work  of  this  presby¬ 
tery. 

The  presbytery  places  on  record  its  belief 
in  the  honesty  of  the  convictions  of  any  who 
may  by  way  of  complaint  have  brought  the 
affairs  of  this  presbytery  to  the  attention  of 
the  church  at  large,  but  it  feels  that  misun¬ 
derstandings  have  arisen  either  on  the  part  of 
the  complainants,  or  perhaps  the  presbytery  it¬ 
self,  as  to  its  constitutional  rights  in  the  licen¬ 
sing  of  candidates  and  the  reception  into  its 
body  of  ministers  of  other  denominations. 
With  a  sincere  desire  to  understand  its  func¬ 
tions  and  to  reach  a  position  that  will  com¬ 
mand  the  respect  and  love  of  all  the  brethren, 
and  with  high  regard  for  all  the  deliverances 
of  the  Assembly,  this  presbytery  memorializes 
your  body  to  determine  by  its  judicial  commis¬ 
sion  the  proper  status  of  a  presbytery  in  its 
constitutional  powers  in  the  matter  of  the  licen¬ 
sing  of  candidates. 

At  the  same  time  may  we  be  permitted  to 
call  the  attention  of  your  venerable  body  to 
the  following  facts : 

In  the  plan  of  union  of  1758  between  the 
Synods  of  New  York  and  Philadelphia  it  was 
agreed  “that  no  presbytery  shall  license,  or 
ordain  to  the  work  of  the  ministry,  any 
candidate,  until  he  give  them  competent  satis¬ 
faction  as  to  his  learning,  and  experimental 
acquaintance  with  religion,  and  skill  in  divinity 
and  cases  of  conscience,  and  declare  his  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  Westminster  Confession  of 
Faith,  and  Catechisms,  as  the  confession  of  his 
faith,  and  promise  subjection  to  the  Presbyte¬ 
rian  plan  of  government  in  the  Westminster 
Directory.” 

The  Assembly  of  1910  declared  that,  “re¬ 
affirming  the  advice  of  the  adopting  act  of  3729, 
all  the  presbyteries  within  our  bounds  shall 
always  take  care  not  to  admit  any  candidate 
for  the  ministry  into  the  exercise  of  the  sacred 
function  unless  he  declares  his  agreement  in 
opinion  with  all  the  essential  and  necessary 
articles  of  the  Constitution.”  (Digest  1,  P. 
!  276.) 

We  beg  to  assure  your  body  that  every  can¬ 
didate  thus  far  licensed  by  the  Presbytery  of 
New  York  has  without  reservation  affirmed  his 
acceptance  of  the  requirements  laid  down  in 
section  7  of  chapter  14  of  the  Form  of  Govern- 


a  presbytery  is  the  only  judge  as  to  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  its  candidates  seeking  licensure ; 
that  after  examination  according  to  chapter 
14,  Form  of  Government,  a  candidate  who 
answers  the  four  constitutional  questions  in 
section  7  of  the  above  chapter,  may  be  licensed 
by  a  presbytery  and  it  is  also  evident  that  the 
Assembly  cannot  use  the  word  enjoin  in  its 
accepted  legal  sense  as  a  temporary  or  per¬ 
petual  injunction  but  only  as  its  opinion  as  to 
how  an  examination  should  be  conducted. 

It  is  with  these  facts  before  it  that  the  Pres¬ 
bytery  of  New  York  has  acted  in  licensing 
candidates  and  it  feels  aggrieved  that  it  has 
been  subjected  to  unwarranted  reproaches  be¬ 
cause  it  has  been  governed  by  the  laws  of  the 
church.  If  it  has  erred  it  memorializes  your 
honorable  body  to  show  wherein  this  error  lies 
and  at  the  same  time  it  might  be  well  to  call 
the  attention  of  all  the  presbyteries  to  the  de¬ 
liverance  of  the  Assembly  of  1897:  “This  As¬ 
sembly  emphasizes  the  fact  that  all  presbyte¬ 
ries  of  the  church  are  under  one  Constitution 
and  that  what  is  lawful  in  one  is  lawful  in  all 
and  that  what  is  unlawful  in  one  is  unlawful 
in  all.” 


ment. 

The  Assembly  of  1874  made  this  deliver¬ 
ance  :  “that  it  has  no  power  over  the  functions 
of  the  presbytery  in  granting  and  continuing 
licenses,  save  that  of  review  and  control." 
(Digest  i,  P.  379-) 

The  Assembly  of  1896  made  a  deliverance 
embodying  this  statement :  “While  fully  rec¬ 
ognizing  the  constitutional  right  of  presby¬ 
tery  in  the  matter  of  licensing  candidates,”  etc. 
Also  “it  fully  recognized  the  right  of  presbytery 
to  determine  the  qualification  of  candidates 
for  licensure.”  (Digest  1,  P.  364.) 

It  is  very  evident  from  these  and  other  de¬ 
liverances  that  a  presbytery  has  the  power  to 
determine  the  qualifications  of  candidates  for 
the  ministry  and  the  Presbytery  of  New  York 
has  had  due  regard  to  the  requirements  of 
Chapter  14  of  the  Form  of  Government  in  so 
doing.  If  it  has  erred  it  has  only  been  in  its 
regard  for  the  privilege  allowed  it  by  the  con¬ 


stitution  of  the  church. 

Frequent  deliverances  have  been  made  by  the 
Assembly  as  to  the  character  of  the  examina¬ 
tion  of  candidates  for  licensure,  and  in  1891; 
and  1916  the  presbyteries  were  enjoined  from 
taking  certain  action;  but  the  Assembly  of  1806 
declared  that  the  word  enjoin  was  merely  an 
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The  booklet  enclosed  is  sent  you  because  I  believe  you 
care  for  the  cause  for  which  Dr.  Fosdick  stands. 
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send  the  price  of  the  booklet  (25c.),  or  a  larger  contribution, 
whereby  a  wider  circulation  may  be  given  to  the  timely 
message  which  this  pamphlet  contains. 


Cordially  and  sincerely  yours, 
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Fosdick  and  the  Fundamentalists 


/,'T'‘kHE  whole  religious  world,  last  fall,  anxiously  awaited  the  announce- 

ment  of  Dr.  Fosdiek’s  decision  with  regard  to  the  demand  of  the 
Judicial  Commission  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  that  he  become  a  full-fledged  Presbyterian  minister  or  leave  the 
church.  Dr.  Fosdick  decided  to  resign,  and  submitted  his  decision  in  a 
carefully  written  statement  which  was  published  in  the  New  York  news¬ 
papers  on  the  morning  of  October  7th  last.  The  headline  of  one  news¬ 
paper  report  read:— -“Fosdick  Quits  under  Attack  of  Presbytery!  Tech¬ 
nical  Victory  for  Fundamentalists!” 

Popular  opinion  has  been  made  by  such  headlines.  The  net  im¬ 
pression  gained  by  the  man  in  the  street  from  news  reports,  especially 
those  in  Fundamentalist  organs,  is  that  a  dangerous  heretic  has  been  forced 
from  an  influential  Presbyterian  pulpit  because  of  violently  radical  religi¬ 
ous  views.  For  instance,  I  heard  one  man  sarcastically  say,  “I  see  they’ve 
unfrocked  this  heretic  preacher  who  wants  us  to  believe  we  came  from 
apes.”  Even inliberal  journals,  where  fair  play  is  expected,  there  has  been 
some  distorted  comment.  For  example,  the  Christian  Century,  a  progres¬ 
sive  journal  of  religion  published  by  the  Disciples,  stated  that  Dr.  Fosdick 
was  bound  to  lose  whichever  way  he  handled  the  demand  of  the  Judicial 
Commission.  And  the  Christian  Register,  as  well  as  other  Unitarian 
publications  and  individuals,  have  heaped  scorn  and  condemnation 
upon  the  head  of  Dr.  Fosdick,  declaring  him  to  be  an  insincere  straddler, 
afraid  to  take  the  full  step  forward  which  liberal  ideas  inevitably  demand. 
Confused  by  conflicting  reports,  the  public  mind  is  now  in  a  deplorable 
state  of  ignorance.  Accurate  information  concerning  the  “Fosdick 
Controversy,”  the  man  in  the  case,  and  the  issues  involved  seems  to  be 
at  present  a  public  necessity! 

The  man  in  the  case  is  the  Reverend  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick, 
D.D.,  L.L.D.,  a  young  (he  is  only  forty-six)  Baptist  clergyman,  who 
was  called  early  in  1919  to  the  preaching  ministry  of  the  First  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  New  York  City.  This  church  housed  a  congregation 
composed  of  three  churches,  the  Old  First,  Madison  Square,  and  Univer¬ 
sity  Place.  There,  while  still  teaching  at  the  Union  Theological  Seminary, 
Dr.  Fosdick  began  his  ministry  in  company  with  the  Reverend  George 
Alexander,  D.D.  and  the  Reverend  Guthrie  Speers.  The  preaching 
of  Dr.  Fosdick  met  with  such  immediate  and  remarkable  response  that 
the  seating  capacity  of  the  church  had  to  be  enlarged,  and  even  then 
crowds  became  so  great  that  Monday  morning  headlines  like  the  following 


were  frequent:  “Church  Crowd  Blocks  Fifth  Avenue,”  “Hundreds 
Turned  Away  from  First  Church.”  Under  conditions  of  such  inspired 
leadership  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York  City  entered 
upon  a  period  of  prosperity  and  wide  Christian  service  which  has  not, 
perhaps,  been  duplicated  by  any  other  church  in  modern  times. 

All  went  well  until  one  eventful  Sunday  in  1922,  May  21st  to  be 
exact,  when  Dr.  Fosdick  preached  his  now  famous  sermon:  "Shall  the 
Fundamentalists  Win?”  This  sermon  was  printed  and  widely  circulated. 
In  it  Dr.  Fosdick  made  a  plea  for  tolerance.  He  asked  that  the  door 
of  Christian  fellowship  be  left  open  to  all  who  sincerely  desired  to  follow 
Christ,  regardless  of  specific  creedal  belief.  It  was  not  long  before  a 
tempest  of  protest  and  indignation  was  raging  around  Dr.  Fosdick. 
The  storm  had  its  source  among  the  Fundamentalist  group,  chiefly 
recruited  from  the  extreme  conservative  wings  of  the  Presbyterian  and 
Baptist  denominations. 

To  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  convened 
at  Indianapolis  in  the  spring  of  1923,  the  presbytery  of  Philadelphia 
brought  an  overture  which  branded  Dr.  Fosdick’s  teaching  with  the 
stigma  of  heresy  and  demanded  action  against  him.  The  Assembly 
condemned  the  preaching  of  Dr.  Fosdick  and  commanded  an  investiga¬ 
tion  by  the  New  York  presbytery  and  a  full  report  to  be  given  at  the 
next  Genera!  Assembly.  The  1928  Assembly  actually  went  on  record 
as  holding  that  five  dogmas  were  essential  to  Presbyterian  teaching: 
the  Virgin  Birth,  the  Atonement,  the  Inspiration  of  Scripture,  the 
Miracles,  and  the  Second  Coming  of  Christ.  The  New  York  presbytery, 
acting  under  Assembly  orders,  appointed  a  committee  which  investigated 
the  preaching  and  teaching  at  First  Church,  New  York,  and  reported 
to  the  Assembly  of  1924,  convened  at  Grand  Rapids,  that  they  found  it 
in  accord  with  Presbyterian  standards.  The  Fundamentalists  made 
violent  attacks  upon  this  report  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Judicial 
Commission,  a  church  Supreme  Court  of  lawyers  and  ministers.  Their 
decision,  after  hearing  evidence  and  testimony,  was  that  Dr.  Fosdick 
must  take  upon  himself  the  vows  of  a  Presbyterian  minister,  which 
implies  acceptance  of  the  Westminster  Confession,  or  quit  the  pulpit 
of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church!  Dr.  Work,  chairman  of  the  New 
York  presbytery  committee,  conveyed  to  Dr.  Fosdick  by  letter  the 
decision  of  the  Judicial  Commission.  Dr.  Fosdick  replied  by  resigning. 
The  First  Church  was  loath  to  lose  Dr.  Fosdick,  and  an  attempt  was 
made  to  retain  his  services,  at  least  until  the  whole  matter  could  be 
thrashed  out  again  before  the  next  General  Assembly.  Dr.  Fosdick, 


however,  wisely  declined  to  acquiesce  in  such  an  arrangement,  and 
insisted  upon  a  definite  date  when  his  relations  with  the  Presbyterian 
church  would  terminate.  Accordingly,  the  severance  of  his  relationship 
with  the  First  Church  occurred  on  March  first. 

A  superficial  judgment  of  the  whole  episode  would  naturally  be 
that  the  Fundamentalists  had  triumphed,  that  the  influence  of  Dr. 
Fosdick  had  been  seriously  damaged,  that  his  preaching  and  teaching 
had  been  discredited,  and  that  the  liberal  cause  in  the  Evangelical 
churches  had  been  dealt  a  serious  blow.  That  is  the  opinion,  to  be  sure, 
which  is  held  by  a  great  number  of  good  people.  But  it  is  a  notion 
created  entirely  by  false  propaganda  and  wrong  representation,  scattered 
abroad  by  people  who  ought  to  know  better.  What  is  the  truth? 

I 

The  truth  is  that,  Dr.  Fosdick  has  come  out  of  the  controversy, 
triumphant,  because  the  principles  for  which  he  contested  have  been  clear¬ 
ly  vindicated.  Three  vital  issues  may  be  discerned  in  the  Fundamental¬ 
ist-Modernist  debate.  Stated  briefly  they  are:  Shall  subscription  to 
some  ancient  creed  be  made  an  essential  test  of  Christian  disciple- 
ship?  Shall  the  main  business  of  the  church  be  to  send  out  people 
who  are  theologically  orthodox  or  to  send  out  people  who  are  Christ- 
like  in  character,  love  and  service?  Shall  isolated  sectarian  loyalties 
and  narrow  denominational  lines  be  held  more  important  than  loyalty 
to  Christ  and  the  broad,  universal  Church  which  He  founded? 

These  issues  have  sharply  separated  two  distinct  groups  within  the 
evangelical  churches  of  American  Christianity.  On  one  side  are  the 
so-called  Fundamentalists,  holding  rigidly  to  ancient  creeds  as  absolute 
essentials  of  Christian  discipleship,  insisting  that  the  main  business 
of  the  church  is  to  rear  men  and  women  who  hold  the  “faith  once  delivered 
to  the  saints,”  and  prising  as  vital  blessings  sectarian  conventionalities 
and  denominational  idiosyncrasies.  On  the  other  side  are  the  so-called 
Modernists,  feeling  there  should  be  tolerant  liberty  with  regard  to  creedal 
subscription,  believing  the  main  business  of  the  church  to  be  the  creation 
of  Christ-like  character  in  the  individual,  love  and  goodwill  among  men, 
and  service  tor  humanity’s  sake,  and  considering  denominational  pref¬ 
erences  quite  secondary  to  loyalty  to  Christ  and  His  universal  Church. 

Through  this  controversy  Dr.  Fosdick  has  steadfastly  championed 
the  liberal  position.  He  has  been  a  peacemaker  rather  than  a  contro¬ 
versialist.  He  has  desired  that  Fundamentalists  and  Modernists  alike 


might  dwell  together  in  unity  and  work  together  in  peace.  His  great 
sermon,  “Shall  the  Fundamentalists  Win?”,  was  an  earnest  attempt  to 
repair  the  breach  which  the  Fundamentalists  were  rapidly  making  in 
the  church  and,  at  the  same  time,  a  determined  effort  to  keep  the  door 
of  Christian  fellowship  open  to  educated  people.  His  was  the  plea  of 
a  strong  conservative,  and  not  a  radical,  when  he  said:  “Is  not  the 
Christian  Church  large  enough  to  hold  within  her  hospitable  fellowship 
people  who  differ  .  .  .  until  the  fuller  truth  be  manifested?  They  say 
the  liberals  must  go.  Well,  if  the  Fundamentalists  should  succeed, 
then  out  of  the  Christian  Church  would  go  some  of  the  best  Christian 
life  and  consecration  of  this  generation- — multitudes  of  men  and  women, 
devout  and  reverent  Christians,  who  need  the  church  and  whom  the 
church  needs.” 

To  accuse  this  preacher  of  gross  heresy  is  to  expose  one’s  ignorance. 
Such  accusations  are  the  result  of  imagination  rather  than  actual  knowl¬ 
edge.  Those  who  know  Dr.  Fosdick  best  do  not  misunderstand  his 
preaching;  they  see  it  rather  as  a  magnificent  effort  to  express  in  cogent, 
modern  terms  the  abiding  message  of  the  old  Gospel.  His  confession  of 
faith,  as  expressed  in  a  letter  written  to  the  committee  of  the  New  York 
presbytery  late  in  1923,  reveals  his  conservative  Christian  convictions: 
“In  spite  of  sharp  difference  of  opinion  between  two  prevalent  schools 
of  theological  thought,  and  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  I  am  committed  to 
the  side  called  ‘liberal’,  I  confess  that  I  have  been  surprised  at  the  mis¬ 
interpretation  of  my  position  which  has  been  spread  broadcast .... 
These  are  days  when  the  Christian  faith  is  being  resolutely  assailed, 
when  materialistic  naturalism  is  presenting  a  perilous  problem,  when 
many  are  in  doubt,  when  Christianity  faces  alike  one  of  its  supreme 
crises  and  supreme  opportunities  ...  I  believe  in  the  personal  God 
revealed  in  Christ,  in  his  omnipresent  activity  and  endless  resources  to 
achieve  his  purpose  for  us  and  all  men;  I  believe  in  Christ,  his  deity,  his 
sacrificial  saviorhood,  his  resurrected  and  triumphant  life,  his  rightful 
Lordship,  and  the  indispensableness  of  his  message  to  mankind.  In 
the  indwelling  Spirit  I  believe,  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  the  redeemed  and 
victorious  life,  the  triumph  of  righteousness  on  earth,  and  the  life  ever¬ 
lasting  ...  I  am  not,  therefore,  an  enemy  of  the  Gospel  of  Christ  .  .  . 
Nor  as  I  understand  it  are  those  who  like  me  are  called  liberals.  We 
are  men  at  the  center  of  whose  life  is  a  profound  faith  in  God  revealed 
in  Christ  for  man’s  salvation,  and  we  are  facing  with  passionate  earnest¬ 
ness  the  needs  of  this  disturbed,  doubting,  and  often  wistful  generation, 


endeavoring  as  our  fathers  did  in  tlieir  days  to  interpret  the  everlasting 
Gospel  to  our  own  time  in  terms  that  our  own  time  can  understand.” 

While  Dr.  Fosdick  strongly  leaned  toward  a  conservative  position, 
he  felt  that  the  illiberal  demands  of  the  Fundamentalists  created  issues 
so  vital  to  the  future  welfare  of  Christianity  that  it  was  his  clear  duty 
to  defend  the  principles  of  toleration,  Christian  love,  and  inclusive  brother- 
Siness  which  he  firmly  believed  to  be  part  and  parcel  of  the  Christian 
revelation. 

Against  the  demand  of  the  Fundamentalists  that  subscription  to 
a  given  creed  be  made  the  final  test  of  Christian  discipleship,  he  placed 
his  clear  conviction  of  freedom  in  Christian  thinking:  “In  answer  to 
this  proposal  I  must  in  all  honesty  set  my  long  standing  and  assured 
conviction  that  creedai  subscription  to  ancient  confessions  of  faith  is  a 
practice  dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the  church  and  to  the  integrity  of 
the  individual  conscience.”  Emphasis  by  the  Fundamentalists  upon 
theological  orthodoxy  instead  of  practical  Christian  service  for  a  needy 
world  has  been  consistently  repudiated  by  Dr.  Fosdick.  He  insisted, 
in  the  sermon:  “Shall  the  Fundamentalists  Win?”,  that  men  who  spent 
their  time  in  splitting  hairs  over  theological  technicalities  were  playing 
with  sthe  iiddleywinks  and  peccadillos  of  religion5  while  colossal  human 
issues  were  at  stake.  He  compared  these  men  to  the  Pharisees  of  whom 
the  Master  said  that  they  tithed  mint  and  anise  and  cummin  but  left 
undone  the  weightier  matters  of  the  law,  justice,  mercy  and  faith! 

He  faced  with  deep  regret  the  denominational  narrowness  of  so 
many  members  of  the  Presbyterian  church  who  were  greatly  disturbed 
because  a  Baptist  was  preaching  in  a  Presbyterian  pulpit.  This  sectarian 
selfishness  he  roundly  arranges  in  his  letter  of  resignation:  “It  was 
the  interdenominational  character  of  the  arrangement  which  chiefly 
attracted  me.  Here  was  an  object  lesson  in  the  new  freedom  with  which 
Christians  could  regard  denominational  lines  and  work  together.  The 
arrangement  at  the  First  Church  has  been  so  regarded  in  popular  thought 
and  I  have  rejoiced  in  that  aspect  of  the  relationship.  The  proposal 
of  the  General  Assembly,  however,  would  reverse  all  that ...  It  may 
not  enact  a  rule  but  it  suggests  a  precedent.  It  encourages  a  return 
to  the  principle  of  a  denominationally  ‘closed  shop5.  It  represents,  so 
it  seems  to  me,  a  retrograde  sectarian  movement.  As  a  convinced  inter- 
denominationalist,  therefore,  who  does  not  believe  in  an  exclusive  but 
in  an  inclusive  church,  I  must  not  consent  to  the  decision.  To  concur 
with  it  would  be  to  agree  with  an  attitude  with  which  I  radically  disagree, 
to  fall  in  with  a  denominational  spirit  which  I  regret  and  deplore.55 


The  answer  to  tile  question  “Did  Dr.  Fosdick  Lose?”  depends 
largely  upon  the  gain  or  loss  of  those  principles  which  Dr.  Fosdick  de¬ 
fended,  the  principles  of  tolerant  liberty,  the  supremacy  of  service,  and 
the  spiritual  unity  of  the  Christian  Church.  If  these  principles,  made 
clear  by  controversial  debate,  are  being  upheld  as  fundamentally  sound, 
then  Dr.  Fosdick  has  not  been  defeated  but  has  been  entirely  vindicated. 

Unmistakable  signs  within  almost  all  the  communions  of  American 
Christianity  confirm  the  fact  that  these  principles^  are  slowly,  surely,  and 
inevitably  gaining  ground.  The  real  state  of  mind  of  the  majority  within 
the  Presbyterian  church  with  regard  to  Dr.  Fosdick  is  set  forth  in  the 
pages  of  a  recent  number  of  the  Continent,  a  conservative  Presbyterian 
weekly.  Speaking  anent  the  pronouncement  of  the  Moderator,  Dr. 
Macartney,  after  the  resignation  of  Dr.  Fosdick,  the  Continent  says: 
“When  the  moderator  yields  to  the  temptation  to  speak  from  his  high 
office  as  the  mouthpiece  of  a  party,  though  his  utterance  may  be  sincere 
and  well  intended,  he  fails  to  contribute  to  that  unity  and  solidarity 

which  he  is  properly  expected  to  further . The  moderator  has  no 

power  to  declare  the  attitude  of  the  denomination  and  there  is  no  justifi¬ 
cation  for  the  implication  that  the  church  at  large  is  unsympathetic  with 
one  of  its  congregations  or  unfraternal  in  its  attitude  toward  ministers 
of  another  denomination.”  Surely  that  is  a  definite  rebuke  to  intolerance! 

Another  instance  of  the  growing  religious  freedom  is  that  which 
occurred  at  the  Texas  Baptist  Convention  last  fall.  In  that  convention, 
Dr.  Norris,  one  of  the  fundamentalist  leaders  in  this  country,  and  his 
Fort  Worth  delegates,  were  repudiated  and  refused  admission  to  the 
convention  because  of  the  vicious  campaign  of  intolerant  intimidation 
which  they  had  carried  on  against  pastors,  evangelists  and  teachers 
throughout  the  state.  The  convention  termed  this  Fundamentalist 
propaganda  “cruel  criticism”  which  “misrepresents,  discounts  and 
brings  into  shame  the  testimony  of  truth-loving  Baptists  around  the 
world”  and  which  “sows  the  seeds  of  discord  and  division.”  This  Texas 
incident  is  of  national  importance  because  it  indicates  that  the  spirit  of 
toleration  and  religious  liberty  is  gaining  ground  even  among  the  most 
conservative  groups. 

It  is  almost  certain  that  within  the  Presbyterian,  Baptist,  Methodist 
and  Congregational  denominations  the  majority  or  ministers  and  laymen 
would  stand  with  Dr.  Fosdick  upon  the  liberal,  platform  which  he  has 
maintained.  Recently  a  large  number  of  Presbyterian  ministers  signed 
a  declaration  of  intellectual  freedom  which  practically  constituted  a 
certificate  of  support  for  Dr.  Fosdick.  As  a  result  of  this  controversy 


already  all  over  Christendom  the  new  light  of  truth  is  beaming,  a 
new  illumination  is  filling  the  religious  sky,  and  the  feverish  efforts  of 
the  Fundamentalists  cannot  hold  back  the  dawn! 

II 

The  truth  about  this  controversy,  secondly,  is  that  Dr.  Fosdick 
comes  out  of  it  not  a  loser  but  eminently  victorious,  because  his  conduct 
during  the  whole  episode  has  reflected  the  very  highest  type  of  Christian 
character,  while  frequently  that  of  his  opponents  has  been  anything  but 
Christian.  For  two  full  years  Dr.  Fosdick  has  been  the  target  for  vehem¬ 
ent  and  scurrilous  attacks.  His  mail  has  been  cluttered  with  many  letters 
of  a  denunciatory  character.  In  sermons  and  fanatical  journals  he  has 
been  painted  in  lurid  and  heretical  figures.  One  Fundamentalist,  waxing 
warm  in  characteristic  Fundamentalist  language,  called  him  a  ‘Baptist 
bootlegger,  a  Presbyterian  outlaw,  and  the  Jesse  James  of  the  theological 
world!’  But  this  form  of  abuse  has  acted  like  a  boomerang  upon  those 
who  have  employed  it.  It  has  served  to  heighten  the  ludicrous  charac¬ 
ter  of  the  Fundamentalist  cause  and  to  bring  into  disrepute  the  men  who 
resort  to  personalities  to  cover  up  weak  argument.  The  ancient  proverb 
has  again  been  established:  “He  who  throws  mud  will  have  dirty  hands!” 

Before  this  torrent  of  attack  Dr.  Fosdick  has  remained  patient  and 
uncomplaining.  Whimsically,  however,  in  his  letter  of  resignation,  he 
refers  to  these  disagreeable  onslaughts  as  ‘uproar  from  a  distance.’ 
From  his  Christian  brethren  in  the  First  Church  he  had  nothing  but 
unfailing  friendship  and  generous  support. 

The  superb  self-control  exercised  by  Dr.  Fosdick  in  this  ordeal  is 
noteworthy;  throughout  he  has  maintained  a  magnificent  spirit  of  Christ- 
Ian  goodwill.  While  the  behavior  of  his  detractors  was  characterised  by 
cruel  scorn  and  biting  sarcasm,  his  quiet  courtesy  has  been  amasing. 
The  letter  of  Norman  Twiddy  of  New  Haven,  published  in  the  New  York 
Times,  forcefully  expresses  the  feeling  of  many:  “Did  I  know  nothing  of 
the  merits  of  the  situation  in  which  Dr.  Fosdick  has  been  involved  by 
these  contemporary  descendants  of  the  gentlemen  who  used  thumb¬ 
screws  and  torture  racks  to  enforce  their  opinions,  I  should,  nevertheless, 
be  inclined  to  favor  the  side  of  a  man  who,  forced  to  suffer  the  results  of 
misunderstanding,  blind  prejudice,  bigotry  and  acrimonious  assault  in  a 
way  that  only  a  kigh-souled  person  can  suffer,  has  yet  been  characterised 
by  poise  and  charity  and  forbearance.  The  controversy  has  not  em¬ 
bittered  the  soul  of  Dr.  Fosdick.  He  has  not  fought  fire  with  fire.  No 


mean,  cutting  words  have  come  from  his  lips.  He  has  been  a  Christian 
gentleman  through  it  all!** 

One  might  paraphrase  Markham’s  poem,  and  imagine  the  lines 
very  often  upon  Dr.  Fosdick’s  lips: 

“They  drew  a  circle  that  shut  me  out, 

Heretic,  rebel,  a  thing  to  Soul ; 

But  love  and  I  had  the  wit  to  win, 

We  drew  a  circle  that  took  them  in!” 

The  unethical  behavior  of  the  small  minority  of  bitter  conservatives 
might  be  anticipated.  From  the  Presbyterian  church  as  a  whole  Dr. 
Fosdick  should  have  received  every  courtesy.  Unfortunately,  the  be¬ 
havior  of  the  General  Assembly  toward  him  has  been  far  from  courteous 
and  very  close  to  unethical.  In  the  first  place,  the  General  Assembly 
of  1923  condemned  Dr.  Fosdick  without  a  hearing  upon  the  unreliable 
testimony  of  furious  Fundamentalists.  In  the  second  place,  the  General 
Assembly  of  1924  did  not  extend  to  Dr.  Fosdick  a  courteous  invitation 
to  become  a  minister  in  their  church;  they  held  over  his  head  a  camou¬ 
flaged  club,  with  a  hidden  statement  which  Dr.  Fosdick  could  well  read: 
“Conform  or  get  out!”  Before  him  was  no  open  door  of  hospitality  with  a 
welcoming  and  friendly  hand  extended  in  cordial  greeting,  but  a  veiled 
trap  with  a  hidden  fist  behind  it  ready  to  strike  should  Dr.  Fosdick  accept. 
The  very  words  used  betray  this  fact :  “If  he  desires  to  occupy  a  Presbyter¬ 
ian  pulpit  for  an  extended  time,  he  should  enter  our  denomination  through 
the  regular  method  and  become  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  and  authority 
of  the  church.  If  this  is  done,  much  of  the  cause  of  irritation  would  be 
removed.”  Here  was  no  cordial  welcome  but  a  cold  and  repelling  docu¬ 
ment.  They  do  not  promise  that  all  irritation  will  be  removed.  And 
they  seem  anxious  to  have  him  subject  to  the  “jurisdiction  and  authority  of 
the  church.”  In  the  third  place,  the  General  Assembly  of  1924  cleverly 
tried  to  obscure  the  real  issue.  The  real  issue  was  one  of  bigoted  ortho¬ 
doxy  versus  so-called  heresy;  the  General  Assembly  covered  tnis  up  by 
attempting  to  make  the  issue  that  of  a  Baptist  preaching  irregularly  in 
a  Presbyterian  pulpit.  But  that  is  no  issue;  there  are  many  Baptists 
in  the  pulpits  of  Presbyterianism  entirely  unmolested  today!  Even  the 
Presbyterian  Continent  says:  “No  one  can  question  the  right  of  a 
Presbyterian  church  to  invite  a  minister  in  good  standing  in  another 
evangelical  denomination  to  preach  from  its  pulpit.”  Why  then  should 
this  august  Assembly  veil  their  real  purposes  of  bigoted  persecution  for 
heresy  under  this  cloak  of  denominational  custom?  They  dodged  the 


issue!  The  General  Assembly  dealt  with  Dr.  Fosdiek  not  as  a  gentleman 
deserving  every  courtesy  and  consideration  but  as  a  heretic  deserving 
rebuke  and  punishment! 

Alas*  what  shall  we  say  about  these  modern  inquisitors,  who  have 
beams  in  their  own  eyes  and  suppose  that  they  see  motes  in  the  eyes  of 
g,  brother,  who  outwardly  are  clothed  in  lambskins,  but  inwardly  are 
ravenous  wolves!  The  words  of  Paul  are  appropriate  in  this  connection: 
“If  any  man  have  not  the  spirit  of  Christ,  he  is  none  of  His!”  Can  any 
one  doubt  where  the  spirit  of  Christ  is  in  this  controversy?  On  the  one 
side  caustic  sarcasm,  acrimonious  scorn,  ill-feeling,  undisguised  animosity, 
unfair  dealing;  on  the  other,  quiet  courtesy,  unfailing  fairness,  indomitable 
goodwill,  sacrificial  love!  As  one  looks  upon  the  spirit  of  Dr.  Fosdiek 
through  all  the  storm  and  stress  of  this  controversy,  one  feels  instinctively 
that  here  in  the  life  of  a  modern  man  is  Christ’s  spirit  incarnate. 

Ill 

Thirdly,  the  truth  is  that  Dr.  Fosdiek  has  not  lost  but  gained  in  the 
controversy  because  through  it  the  popularity  of  his  preaching  has 
grown  immensely,  and  he  has  entered  into  a  position  of  spiritual  leader¬ 
ship  in  the  English-speaking  world  which  is  unparalleled  in  modern 
Christian  history.  In  his  superb  farewell  address  to  the  First  Church, 
preached  March  1st,  Dr.  Fosdiek  said  the  Fundamentalists  had  succeeded 
in  building  behind  him  an  effective  sounding  board  which  was  carrying 
his  message  twice  as  far  as  it  ever  went  before!  How  true  that  is! 

It  was  expected,  when  Dr.  Fosdiek  went  abroad  last  summer  to 
receive  an  honorary  degree  from  a  great  Scottish  university  that  he 
would  create  unusual  religious  interest  in  England  and  Scotland.  But 
the  reception  and  high  praise  which  he  received  has  surpassed  all 
expectations.  A  writer  in  the  British  Weekly,  after  hearing  him  in  the 
City  Temple,  London,  wrote:  “His  was  regal  eloquence,  which  made  us 
prouder  than  ever  of  our  communion  in  language  with  the  United  States. . 
Dr.  Fosdiek  is  the  true  successor  of  Phillips  Brooks  . .  As  the  great  throng 
moved  slowly  out  of  the  Temple,  expressions  of  admiration  and  wonder 
were  heard  on  every  side!”  Writing  in  the  Christian  World,  Dr.  Charles 
Brown  said:  “The  City  Temple  in  all  its  fifty  years’  history  was  never 
fuller  than  when,  he  preached  on  May  14th,  and  it  could  easily  have  been 
filled  over  again  by  the  crowds  who  wanted  to  hear  him.  Never  since 
the  visits  of  Henry  Ward  Beecher  to  this  country  has  an  American  preach¬ 
er  aroused  such  eager  interest,  and  Dr.  Fosdiek  by  his  sermons  and 
addresses  is  going  to  leave  a  deep  and  permanent  impression  on  the 


religious  life  of  this  country.”  In  the  Yorkshire  Observer  of  May  24th 
appeared  the  following:  “Dr.  Fosdick  lias  had  a  great  welcome  in  England 
and  for  the  last  three  days  Scotland,  as  represented  by  Glasgow  and 
Edinburgh,  has  been  sitting  at  his  feet  .  .  .  Dr.  Fosdick  was  well  known 
because  of  his  stimulating  books  on  prayer  and  service  and  his  bold 
defense  of  the  modern  interpretation  of  Christianity,  but  his  personal 
charm  has  laid  hold  of  the  crowds  here.”  Many  similar  testimonials 
might  be  quoted  to  show  what  a  profound  and  lasting  spiritual  influence 
Dr.  Fosdick  left  behind  him  in  our  brother  land  across  the  water. 

Here  is  a  prophet,  however,  who  is  not  without  honor  in  his  own 
country.  Here  is  a  preacher  of  the  new  day  who  has  stirred  the  religious 
consciousness  in  thousands  of  his  fellow  countrymen.  Here  is  a  modern 
man  who  has  thrown  wide  a  door  of  rich  spiritual  experience  through 
which  multitudes  have  entered  into  a  new  faith  in  and  a  new  fellowship 
with  the  Christ.  One  person  in  attempting  to  express  her  feeling  of 
gratitude  for  what  Dr.  Fosdick  had  done  for  her  religious  life,  could  only 
exclaim:  ‘‘Thank  God  for  Dr.  Fosdick!”  How  many  persons,  in  every 
hamlet,  village  and  city  in  America,  might  say  the  same  thing?  Certainly 
many  feel  like  the  recent  writer  to  a  metropolitan  paper:  “When  a  noble 
preacher  like  Dr.  Fosdick  comes  with  a  real  message  for  thinking  people, 
giving  them  something  to  live  for  and  by,  these  so-called  Fundamentalists, 
but  in  reality  Pharasaic  Trivialists,  attack  Mm  and  force  his  resignation. 
Would  to  God  we  had  more  ministers  like  Dr.  Fosdick!”  And  the  words 
of  Nolan  Rice  Best,  writing  in  Christian  Work,  phrase  a  truth  which  every 
one  of  his  detractors  should  read  and  ponder:  “The  voices  of  those  who 
thank  God  that  this  man's  preaching  has  enabled  them  to  shake  off 
benumbing  doubts  about  Christ  and  His  Church  with  joyous  and  aspiring 
zeal,  are  as  the  sound  of  many  waters.” 

What  a  vast  influence  Dr.  Fosdick  has,  also,  over  the  young  men  of 
the  world  today!  In  seminary  and  college  he  is  the  most  popular  and 
inspiring  messenger  Christ  has.  At  the  summer  conferences  his  inspiring 
voice  is  the  source  of  great  enthusiasm  and  power.  N o  wonder  that  the  men 
©f  the  Christian  Associations  rally  to  his  support.  Here  is  a  statement 
which  appeared  in  the  editorial  pages  of  Association  Men :  “Over  the  whole 
world  today  one  may  And  thousands  of  Association  members  who  owe  to 
him  a  new  loyalty  to  the  Master  and  a  new  comprehension  of  faith,  prayer 
and  service,  mediated  through  translations  in  French,  German,  Chinese, 
Japanese,  Danish,  Norwegian,  Greek  and  other  languages  ...  As  an  As¬ 
sociation  man  do  not  forget  that  this  wholesome,  straight-dealing  Christian 
gentleman  has  always  been  our  loyal  friend.” 


The  publishers  now  announce  that  the  Fosdick  books  have  passed 
the  million  mark  in  circulation.  Quite  fittingly  the  advertisements  read : 
“Once  it  was  Beecher  and  Brooks,  now  it  is  FOSBXCX.”  “No  religious 
books”  said  a  recent  writer,  “are  more  widely  read  than  Dr.  Fosdick’s 
on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.  It  seems  but  a  year  or  two  ago  that  a 
friend  of  mine  told  me  that  he  had  come  across  a  little  book  called  ‘The 
Manhood  of  the  Master’  by  a  writer  named  Fosdick,  and  that  it  was 
worth  its  weight  in  gold.  I  quite  agreed  with  him  when  I  got  the  book, 
which  was  immediately.  Fosdick  was  an  unknown  man  then  but  now 
his  writings  are  known  all  over  the  worlds” 

It  is  unnecessary  to  array  the  hundreds  of  quotations  easily  available 
to  prove  that  Dr.  Eosdick’s  influence  today  is  as  wide  as  the  world.  The 
Manhood  of  the  Master,  The  Second  Mile,  The  Meaning  of  Faith,  The 
Meaning  of  Prayer,  The  Meaning  of  Service,  The  Assurance  of  Immortal¬ 
ity,  Christianity  and  Progress,  Twelve  Tests  of  Character — these  books 
today  are  doing  an  inestimable  amount  of  good  from  one  end  of  Christen¬ 
dom  to  the  other.  They  are  bringing  the  rich  blessings  of  new  faith  into 
the  hearts  and  homes  of  modern  civilisation. 

His  greatest  book  is  doubtless  the  Yale  lectures  for  19£4  called  “The 
Modem  Use  of  the  Bible.”  It  is  a  work  which  will  long  mould  the 
thinking  of  men  on  the  great  book  of  the  ages — -the  Bible.  It  is  a  master¬ 
piece  of  clear  reasoning  combined  with  deep  spirituality.  “To  be  the 
friendly  interpreter”  says  a  Congregationalist  editorial  concerning  this 
latest  book,  “of  the  old  and  the  sweet-spirited  champion  of  the  new;  to 
prove,  like  the  Master,  that  in  the  field  of  pure  religion  the  new  truth  is 
come  not  to  destroy  but  to  fulfill;  to  lay  reverently  but  remorselessly 
aside  outworn  categories  of  thought  while  freeing  and  glorifying  the 
abiding  spiritual  realities— that  is  a  great  and  difficult  task  in  which  Dr,, 
Fosdick  achieved  not  merely  a  success  but  a  triumph.  For  the  devout 
follower  of  Jesus  who  accepts  the  accredited  knowledge  of  the  Twentieth 
Century,  many  feel  that,  so  far  as  the  present  situation  is  concerned, 
these  lectures  are  not  only  fine  but  final!” 

What  is  the  secret  of  the  power  of  this  man  who  has  been  called 
‘the  Caruso  of  the  pulpit5  and  ‘the  prince  of  preachers?5  How  shall  we 
explain  the  grip  which  this  modest,  even-tempered  Christian  has  upon  the 
world  today?  Anyone  who  has  heard  Dr.  Fosdick  preach  knows:  a 
rich  voice,  pleasing  in  quality  and  full-toned;  a  frank  sincerity  of  purpose, 
bodied,  forth  in  words  which  convey  a  moving  depth  of  conviction;  a 
radiant  personality,  charged  with  irresistible  magnetism  and  passionately 
earnest  about  Christ  and  His  Kingdom;  a  brilliant  intellect,  which  rests 


every  appeal  upon  masterful  logic  and  straight  thinking,  yet  human  and 
intelligible  to  the  average  man  as  well  as  to  the  highly  educated;  arid  a  de¬ 
lightful  spirit  of  heart-friendliness,  within  which  circle  of  warmth  no 
•cold-heartedness  can  abide!  One  cannot  listen  to  what  he  says  or  read 
what  he  writes  without  feeling  that  here  is  the  genius  of  a  rare  combination: 
&  scholarly  mind,  a  noble  character,  a  loving  heart! 

This  unusual  capacity  enables  him  to  do  better  the  very  things  which 
Fundamentalists,  Unitarians,  liberals  and  scientists  want  to  do.  He  can 
and  is  doing  the  thing  the  liberals  want;  he  is  presenting  the  eternal 
truth  of  Christianity  in  modern  terms!  He  can  and  is  doing  the  thing 
the  Fundamentalists  want;  he  is  conserving  the  saving  truth  of  God  in 
Christ  in  a  perilous  age!  He  can  and  is  doing  the  thing  the  Unitarians 
want;  he  is  making  the  combination  of  intellectual  honesty  and  real 
Teligion  possible!  He  can  and  is  doing  the  thing  which  the  scientists 
want;  he  is  giving  the  world  a  comprehensive  and  satisfying  interpretation 
of  the  universe!  Such  a  man  is  not  as  Dr.  Stratton  said  sa  bootlegger  in 
religion5!  He  is  more  truly  what  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  com¬ 
mittee  said:  ‘the  foremost  preacher  of  our  time,  in  his  ability  to  meet 
the  religious  difficulties  and  aspirations  of  the  new  generation.’ 


Ages  ago  another  prophet  of  God  preached  the  glorious  Gospel,  and 
men  misunderstood  Him,  persecuted  Him,  crucified  Him!  Jesus  preached 
pure  truth,  yet  they  called  Him  a  madman,  a  blasphemer,  a  devil!  But 
•out  of  His  magnanimous  soul  He  returned  good  for  evil,  tenderness  for 
cruelty,  love  for  hate.  Since  the  Church  began,  the  adversaries  of 
liberty  and  the  advocates  of  intolerance  have  crucified  the  truth-seekers, 
and  often  in  the  very  name  of  Jesus  Himself!  Paul,  in  his  letter  to  the 
Philippians,  speaks  of  the  experience  he  had  in  Ms  day:  “Some  indeed 
preach  Christ  even  of  envy  and  strife;  and  some  also  of  goodwill!  The 
one  preach  Christ  of  contention,  the  other  of  love!”  The  Fosdiek  con¬ 
troversy  presents  another  analogy:  a  group  preaching  a  Christ  of  envy 
and  strife,  a  faithful  disciple  preaching  the  Christ  of  love. 

The  decision  of  Dr.  Fosdiek  is  now  in  Mstory .  He  has  been  forced  from 
the  pulpit  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church.  Has  he  lost  his  fight  for  spiritu¬ 
al  liberty  ?  Has  he  lost  his  prestige  in  the  religious  world?  If  devotion  to 
high  principles,  Christian  gentlemanliness,  and  increased  popularity  as  au¬ 
thor  and  preacher  are  losses,  he  has  lost!  However,  it  looks  as  if  the  real 
losses  will  be  suffered  by  the  First  Church  of  New  York,  the  New  York  pres¬ 
bytery,  and  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.  S.  A.  The  First  Church 


loses  the  premier  Gospel  preacher  of  the  generation;  the  presbytery  loses 
the  fellowship  of  a  charming  Christian;  the  Presbyterian  Church  at  large 
loses  the  confidence  of  the  world  by  rejecting  the  man  who  holds  so  high 
a  place  in  the  hearts  of  men.  The  final  situation  is  admirably  summed 
up  in  a  New  York  Times  editorial:  “It  is  plain  that  the  whole  loss  will 
fall  not  upon  Dr.  Eosdick,  but  upon  the  Presbyterian  Church.  It  will 
have  convicted  itself  in  the  eyes  of  the  public  not  only  of  a  certain  de¬ 
nominational  narrowness,  but  of  the  folly  of  giving  up  the  services  of  a 
preacher  whose  good  report  has  filled  the  whole  city,  become  known 
throughout  the  entire  country  and  reached  the  knowledge  of  the  churches 
in  England.  Such  a  voice  as  that  of  Dr.  Fosdick’s  is  in  no  danger  of 
being  silenced  by  any  technical  ecclesiastical  veto.  He  has  but  to  speak, 
anywhere,  and  people  will  flock  to  hear  him.  Without  artifice  in  the 
pulpit,  or  the  slightest  trick  of  ministerial  sensationalism,  he  has  moved 
thousands  by  the  sincerity  of  his  religious  emotions.  When  a  church, 
no  matter  of  what  denomination,  has  at  its  disposal  such  a  preacher  of 
spiritual  power  in  a  time  of  dominant  materialism,  it  is  so  stupid  as  to  be 
almost  wicked  to  let  him  go.  It  seems  very  close  to  a  violation  of  the 
Scriptural  injunction  to  quench  not  the  Spirit.  But  Dr.  Eosdick  need 
not  think  of  abandoning  his  great  following  or  his  high  mission.  If  not 
in  one  pulpit,  then  eventually  in  another,  his  exceptional  vocation  for  the 
ministry  will,  no  doubt,  be  exemplified  so  long  as  strength  and  life  do  not 
fail  him.” 

Dr.  Eosdick  did  not  lose!  Multitudes  have  been  saved  to  the  church! 
The  unexampled  admiration  of  all  has  been  won  by  his  spirit  of  Christian 
patience!  The  traditions  of  American  Christianity  have  been  greatly 
enriched  by  a  superb  exhibition  of  loyalty  to  Christ!  He  has  given  this 
generation  a  glorious  Gospel,  four-square  with  scientific  thought, 
brilliant  with  fine  spiritual  discernment,  winsome  with  attractive  good¬ 
will,  and  shining  with  a  spiritual  splendor  which  has  brought  more  men  to 
the  feet  of  the  Master  than  any  other  apostle  since  Paul!  He  has  be¬ 
come  the  great  pioneer  of  that  New  Reformation  of  the  Twentieth 
Century  which  will  purge  modem  Christianity  of  bigotry,  superstition, 
intolerance  and  complacent  indifference,  and  will  set  men  and  women 
to  the  real  task  of  building  God’s  Kingdom  in  the  world! 

If  Dr.  Eosdick  has  lost,  what  a  glorious  defeat  it  is!  If  the  Funda¬ 
mentalists  have  won,  what  a  hollow  victory!  For  that  phrase  of  another 
robust  apostle  of  spiritual  freedom,  Rabbi  Wise,  expresses  the  emotion 
which  the  name  of  Eosdick  calls  forth  from  the  hearts  of  countless 
companies  of  men  and  women  round  the  world  today:  “Eosdick  the 
least  hated  and  best  loved  heretic  that  ever  lived!” 
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FOR  five  years  Dr.  Harry  Emerson  i* osdick  has 
been  associated  with  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  New  York.  His  influence  has  been 
strong  not  only  within  the  Church  where  he  has 
served,  but  among  people  all  over  the  land. 

The  purpose  of  this  pamphlet  is  to  afford  a 
record  of  that  relationship,  and  the  facts  surround¬ 
ing  the  controversy  to  which  it  has  given  rise. 

Henry  N.  Tifft, 

Cleric  of  Session, 

First  Presbyterian  Church 
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The  First  Presbyterian  Church 
of  New  York  and  Dr.  Fosdick 


The  ministry  of  Dr.  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick 
in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church,  New  York,  has 
aroused  widespread  interest  throughout  the  country. 
In  view  of  that  interest,  the  First  Church  wishes 
to  present  in  orderly  fashion  the  salient  facts  of 
Dr.  Fosdick’s  ministry  and  his  present  relation  to 
the  Church.  These  facts  are  presented  largely  in 
the  form  of  correspondence  between  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York,  the  First  Church,  and  Dr.  Fosdick 
with  only  such  comment  as  is  desirable  to  introduce 
the  documents  themselves. 

It  is  hoped  that  by  this  presentation  there  will  be 
removed  any  erroneous  impressions  which  may  have 
been  formed  in  the  minds  of  those  not  personally 
familiar  with  the  actual  conditions.  If  as  the  result 
of  more  complete  knowledge  a  better  understanding 
is  engendered,  the  purpose  of  this  pamphlet  will 
have  been  more  than  accomplished. 


The  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York 

In  May  1918  three  downtown  churches  combined 
to  form  what  is  now  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
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in  the  City  of  New  York.  In  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  merger  agreement  the  pastors  of  each 
of  the  three  churches  tendered  their  resignations. 
Their  pastoral  relation  was  dissolved  by  Presbytery 
in  November  1918.  In  January  1919  Dr.  George 
Alexander  was  installed  as  pastor,  and  at  the  same 
time  with  approval  of  Presbytery  Dr.  Harry  Emerson 
Fosdick,  a  Baptist,  was  invited  by  the  Church  to  be¬ 
come  associate  minister  and  to  act  as  stated  preacher. 
In  February  1920  Thomas  Guthrie  Speers  was  called 
as  associate  pastor. 


Dr.  Fqsdick’s  Ministry 

The  results  of  Dr.  Fosdick’s  ministry  may  be 
briefly  summarized  as  follows: 

(a)  Three  congregations  having  different  tradi¬ 
tions,  with  individual  members  holding 
widely  divergent  theological  views,  have 
been  welded  together  into  a  compact, 
working  unit,  with  a  present  active  mem¬ 
bership  of  1,883. 

(b)  Every  sitting  in  the  Church  is  taken,  with 
a  long  waiting  list,  and  at  the  morning  ser¬ 
vice  the  Church  is  crowded  to  far  beyond 
its  comfortable  capacity. 

(c)  In  addition  to  the  work  at  the  Church 
itself,  the  four  mission  outposts  forming  a 
line  across  the  lower  end  of  the  city  have 
not  only  been  maintained,  but  greatly 
strengthened  and  vitalized. 
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(d)  The  combined  contributions  to  benevolent 
objects  of  the  three  constituent  churches 
in  the  year  before  the  merger  were  $47,895. 
The  benevolent  contributions  of  the  First 
Church  last  year  amounted  to  $163,898. 


The  Investigation  by  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York 

Following  an  overture  to  the  General  Assembly  of 
1923  by  the  Presbytery  of  Philadelphia  to  the  effect 
that  the  preaching  in  the  First  Church  did  not  con¬ 
form  to  Presbyterian  standards,  the  Presbytery  of 
New  York,  following  the  direction  of  the  General 
Assembly,  made  a  searching  investigation  through  a 
committee  appointed  for  that  purpose.  The  report 
of  that  committee,  adopted  by  the  Presbytery,  is  as 
follows: 

January  14,  1924 

The  Committee  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  to 
which  matters  relating  to  the  First  Church  of  this  city 
were  committed,  begs  leave  to  report. 

This  Committee  was  in  existence  for  another  purpose 
prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  General  Assembly  in  Indian¬ 
apolis  last  May.  Following  the  action  of  the  Assembly 
at  that  meeting,  the  Presbytery  re-appointed  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  with  instructions  to  take  up  the  subject  referred 
to  in  the  action  of  the  Assembly.  The  Presbytery  stated 
in  its  action  at  the  June  meeting  that  it  would  consider 
the  subject  with  great  earnestness  and  that  it  would  pay 
due  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  Assembly.  In  view 
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of  the  importance  of  the  subject,  the  Presbytery  also 
stated  that  it  would  require  time.  This  Committee  now 
reporta  that  it  has  been  diligent  throughout  the  inter¬ 
vening  months.  We  have  been  solicitous  that  we  might 
be  guided  of  God  in  the  whole  matter.  We  have  been 
busy  with  a  large  correspondence,  with  the  reading  of 
documents,  and  with  numerous  meetings,  interviews  and 
conferences.  Believing  that  the  Church  is  entitled  to  a 
full  statement  of  the  situation,  so  far  as  it  can  be  set 
forth  on  paper,  the  Committee  resolved  that  it  would 
not  offer  to  a  disturbed  church  a  hastily  formed  report. 
The  Presbytery  may  be  assured  that  there  has  been  no 
unnecessary  delay. 

The  action  of  the  General  Assembly  conveying  direc¬ 
tions  to  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  on  the  subject  of 
the  preaching  and  teaching  in  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  has  been  widely  discussed.  It  is  generally  be¬ 
lieved  that  the  Assembly’s  action  creates  issues  that  are 
very  important  in  their  nature,  concerning  which 
Christian  men  of  like  integrity  and  faithfulness  may 
rightly  claim  the  privilege  to  differ.  The  scope  of  the 
action,  and  the  actual  ultimate  intention  of  the  Assembly 
in  taking  the  action,  have  been  open  to  just  inquiry. 
Moreover,  the  form  in  which  the  action  was  issued,  in 
the  judgment  of  many  men  in  many  Presbyteries,  raises 
questions  of  a  constitutional  order,  which  cannot  easily 
be  ignored. 

The  Committee  is  not  capable  of  showing  any  disre¬ 
spect  to  the  supreme  court  of  our  church,  nor  does  it 
intend  any,  when  it  states  that  questions  of  this  char¬ 
acter  lie  in  the  minds  of  many  men  of  moderate  views 
and  uncontroversial  temper,  who  have  not  the  remotest 
thought  of  indifference  or  disobedience  to  constituted 
authority.  There  is  unquestionably  much  anxiety  in 
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the  Church  over  the  purity  and  integrity  of  doctrine. 
On  the  other  hand  there  is  much  concern  that  the  liber¬ 
ties  to  which  we  have  long  been  accustomed  shall  not  be 
abridged.  This  Committee  feels  the  delicacy  and  diffi¬ 
culty  of  reporting  upon  a  subject  that  is  close  to  many 
hearts.  We  beg  our  brethren  to  understand  that  we 
have  striven  in  every  way  to  give  a  frank  and  un¬ 
prejudiced  judgment. 

This  Committee,  however,  has  not  felt  called  upon  to 
take  up  such  questions  of  constitutional  order  and 
authority  as  have  just  been  alluded  to.  Questions  of 
this  nature  do  not  belong  to  us,  important  as  they  may 
be.  The  Committee  believes  that  it  would  be  wise  in 
all  the  circumstances  to  seek  the  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mission  to  investigate  the  powers  of  the  General  Assembly 
in  relation  to  doctrine,  in  the  spirit  of  the  requirement 
made  in  the  Form  of  Government,  Chapter  XXIV, 
Section  III.  To  a  proposal  of  this  kind  we  think  that 
the  Presbytery  of  New  York  would  gladly  lend  its 
support. 

The  General  Assembly  in  its  action  in  May  at  Indian¬ 
apolis  directed  “the  Presbytery  of  New  York  to  take 
such  action  (either  through  its  present  Committee  or  by 
the  appointment  of  a  Special  Commission)  as  will  require 
the  preaching  and  teaching  in  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  New  York  to  conform  to  the  system  of 
doctrines  taught  in  the  Confession  of  Faith,  and  that 
said  Presbytery  report  its  action  in  a  full  transcript  of 
its  records  to  the  136th  General  Assembly  of  1924.“ 
This  action  of  the  Assembly  is  explicit.  The  Committee 
has  never  had  any  doubt  on  this  subject.  To  this  clear 
mandate  of  the  General  Assembly  the  Committee,  repre¬ 
senting  the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  has  addressed  itself 
from  first  to  last. 
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The  Committee  now  reports  to  Presbytery  upon  the 
course  it  has  pursued,  and  the  steps  it  has  taken,  in 
the  effort  to  carry  out  the  directions  of  the  General 
Assembly- 

The  Committee  states  that  it  has  taken  up  the  action 
of  the  General  Assembly  with  the  parties  concerned  and 
has  explained  the  action  and  enforced  the  authority  of 
the  General  Assembly  to  the  best  of  its  ability.  It  has 
conferred  directly  with  the  Session  of  the  First  Church 
and  has  obtained  from  the  Session  a  statement  which 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Presbytery.  It  has  also  con¬ 
ferred  directly  with  the  Stated  Preacher  in  the  First 
Church,  and  has  obtained  from  him  a  statement  which 
will  be  submitted  to  Presbytery.  The  Committee  has 
studied  the  situation  in  the  First  Church  on  its  adminis¬ 
trative  side  with  the  view  of  determining  the  effect  of 
the  plan  adopted  by  this  congregation  for  a  plural 
ministry,  including  a  minister  of  another  denomination 
than  our  own.  The  Committee  has  also  studied  the 
preaching  and  teaching  in  the  pulpit  of  the  First  Pres¬ 
byterian  Church,  with  the  view  of  determining  the 
ground  of  apprehension  concerning  its  alleged  lack  of 
conformity  to  the  Confession  of  Faith.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  has  reached  certain  conclusions  on  these  subjects 
and  is  prepared  to  offer  counsel  and  recommendations  to 
Presbytery  pertaining  to  the  whole  matter. 

Our  conference  and  correspondence  with  the  pastors 
and  elders  of  the  First  Church  have  afforded  us  ample 
opportunity  to  know  their  mind  on  the  subject  under 
discussion.  They  have  provided  us  with  full  informa¬ 
tion  from  their  records  and  have  co-operated  with  us  to 
the  fullest  extent  in  the  pursuit  of  our  inquiry.  While 
the  pastors  and  elders  of  the  First  Church  regret  that 
the  General  Assembly  did  not  see  its  way  clear  to  make 
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fraternal  inquiry  by  methods  of  its  own  before  taking 
open  action  on  the  subject,  the  Committee  is  happy  to 
report  that  it  found  no  bitterness  among  our  brethren 
in  the  First  Church.  We  are  not  mistaken  in  our 
judgment  that  the  Session  of  the  First  Church  harbors 
no  disloyalty  toward  the  General  Assembly,  and  no 
indifference  toward  our  doctrinal  standards. 

Following  is  the  statement  of  the  pastors  and  elders 
of  the  First  Church,  made  to  this  Committee: 


December  11,  1923. 


To  the  Committee  of  the 

Presbytery  of  New  York, 

Rev.  Edgar  Whitaker  Work,  D.D.,  Chairman. 

Dear  Dr.  Work, 

The  Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  has 
heartily  welcomed  the  Presbytery’s  inquiry  into  the 
condition  and  doings  of  the  congregation  which  they 
represent. 

It  is  deeply  grieved  that  a  Church,  conservative  in 
its  traditions  and  temper,  should  have  become,  largely 
through  misunderstanding,  subject  to  suspicion  regard¬ 
ing  its  loyalty  and  soundness  in  the  faith. 

It  has  already  explained  orally  to  your  Committee 
that  the  plan  by  which  a  distinguished  minister  of 
another  denomination  was  invited  to  associate  himself 
with  the  pastor  of  the  First  Church  was  not  of  its 
devising.  It  was  one  which  the  congregation  was  led 
to  adopt  through  force  of  circumstances,  but  in  which 
the  Session  heartily  concurred.  It  did  so  not  thought- 
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lessly  or  with  any  intention  of  creating  disturbance  in 
the  household  of  faith  to  which  it  belongs. 

Three  historic  churches  had  just  become  on©  in  law, 
but  not  yet  in  fact.  It  had  failed  to  secure  as  pastor 
the  Presbyterian  minister  whom  it  sought,  and  was  in 
danger  of  disintegration.  The  minds  of  the  people  then 
turned  toward  a  preacher  whose  temporary  service  they 
had  found  helpful  and  inspiring.  With  hesitation  and 
after  earnest  prayer  for  guidance  it  was  decided  to  make 
the  venture  of  a  plural  ministry,  with  the  preaching 
function  largely  dissociated  from  the  pastoral  and 
administrative  service.  This  method  would  not  have 
been  adopted  had  it  not  been  an  era  of  good  feeling  in 
the  Presbyterian  Church  and  of  longing  for  Christian 
unity  as  evidenced  in  the  General  Assembly  of  that  year 
when  its  members,  by  a  unanimous  and  rising  vote, 
declared  their  “profound  conviction  that  the  time  had 
come  for  organic  union  of  the  evangelical  churches  of 
America.  ’  ’ 

The  Session  was  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  would 
be  very  unusual  to  have  as  Stated  Preacher  a  minister 
not  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Presbytery.  It  there¬ 
fore  took  pains  to  have  the  plan,  which  had  been  widely 
published,  submitted  in  all  its  details  to  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York  before  the  relation  was  consummated. 

When  the  Presbytery  had  given  unanimous  approval 
and  its  action  when  reviewed  by  Synod  was  unchal¬ 
lenged,  the  Session  assumed  that  any  irregularity  in  the 
proceedings  had  been  cured.  It  is  of  the  same  opinion 
still. 

The  venture  has  been  attended  with  signal  tokens  of 
Divine  favor.  Another  Presbyterian  minister  was 
shortly  called  to  be  associate  pastor.  The  three  min¬ 
isters,  differing  in  temperament  and  in  shades  of  theo- 
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logical  opinion,  have  labored  together  in  absolute  har¬ 
mony.  Three  congregations  different  in  customs  and 
ecclesiastical  traditions  have  been  cemented  together  in 
a  most  gracious  fellowship.  The  contributions  of  the 
Church  to  Presbyterian  objects  have  increased  until 
they  are  several  times  greater  than  those  of  the  three 
former  churches  combined.  The  Gospel  has  been  pro¬ 
claimed  with  earnestness  and  with  great  power,  and  many 
educated  youth  alienated  from  the  Church  and  from 
Christ  have  been  transformed  in  spirit  and  in  life. 

The  Session  has  been  charged  with  disobedience  to 
the  General  Assembly  because  it  declined  to  transmit 
to  the  congregation  the  resignation  presented  by  Dr. 
Fosdiek  in  May  last.  It  disclaims  any  such  intention. 
It  is  true  that  the  action  of  the  General  Assembly  is  so 
framed  that  it  might  be  interpreted  as  a  prejudgment 
of  a  matter  with  which  it  had  directed  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York  to  deal.  The  Session,  however,  preferred 
to  believe  that  the  Assembly  did  not  intend  to  pro¬ 
nounce  a  final  judgment  without  at  least  giving  a 
hearing  to  the  accused.  It  therefore  decided  that  it 
should  endeavor  to  preserve  the  status  quo  until  the 
Presbytery  had  acted  in  obedience  to  the  Assembly’s 
mandate.  Its  silence,  meanwhile,  under  accusations  of 
disloyalty  should  not  be  interpreted  as  defiance  of 
authority,  but  as  avoidance  of  strife. 

To  the  specific  question  asked,  among  many  others, 
by  your  Committee— “  How  were  the  Elders  of  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church  impressed  by  the  sermon  entitled : 
‘Shall  the  Fundamentalists  Win!’  it  is  not  easy  to 
make  definite  answer.  The  members  of  Session  are  in 
the  habit  of  doing  their  own  thinking  and  their  reac¬ 
tions  to  the  sermon  in  question  were  not  identical  We 
can  only  indicate  their  general  consensus  of  opinion: 
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(1)  We  applaud  the  motive  which  prompted  this 
sermon  and  its  purpose,  which  was,  as  indicated  by  the 
text,  to  inculcate  the  duty  of  mutual  tolerance  while 
waiting  for  God,  in  His  providence,  and  by  His  Spirit 
to  decide  questions  in  dispute. 

(2)  It  seemed  to  us,  however,  that  the  title  of  the 
sermon  was  ill-chosen  and  provocative.  It  sounded  more 
like  a  challenge  to  battle  than  a  plea  for  harmony  and 
peace.  Nevertheless,  we  made  due  allowance  for  the 
fact  that  the  preacher  had  been  aroused  by  a  theological 
controversy  then  acute  in  another  communion. 

(3)  The  sermon  itself  seemed  to  us  open  to  misunder¬ 
standing  and  criticism,  for  the  reason  that,  while  the 
preacher  presented  two  extreme  views  on  several  points 
of  Christian  doctrine  and  did  not  clearly  define  his 
own  position  with  regard  to  them,  his  hearers  might 
not  unreasonably  infer  that  he  was  personally  committed 
to  all  the  advanced  opinions  for  which  he  asked  tolera¬ 
tion. 

(4)  As  a  Session,  and  individually,  we  disclaim  any 
responsibility  for  the  wide  circulation  of  the  sermon 
in  slightly  altered  form  and  with  a  challenging  fore¬ 
word  inviting  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  a  sermon 
could  be  preached  in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church. 
This  was  done  without  the  knowledge  of  any  of  us  and 
by  a  person  to  us  unknown. 

The  members  of  Session  deeply  deplore  the  distress 
thus  given  to  many  devout  souls  who  had  to  judge  the 
preacher  by  the  printed  sermon  instead  of  judging  the 
sermon  by  what  they  knew  of  the  preacher.  To  the 
Elders  and  congregation  of  the  First  Church  it  was 
not  an  isolated  utterance,  but  a  regrettable  incident  in 
the  ministry  of  one  whom  they  had  learned  to  love  and 
honor  for  his  loyalty  to  Christ  and  his  spiritual  power. 
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(5)  In  expressing  as  we  do  our  sorrow  that  occasion 
has  been  given  for  unrest  and  conflict  in  the  Church 
which  is  dear  to  us,  we  desire  to  emphasize  the  fact  that 
the  sermon  in  question  was  exceptional.  The  preaching 
in  the  First  Church  is  ordinarily  uncontroversial,  but 
searching,  inspiring,  and  full  of  the  spirit  of  the  Gospel. 
It  is  devoid  of  sensationalism  and  deals  almost  exclusively 
with  the  great  themes  of  evangelical  religion, — The 
Reality  of  God,  the  Deity  of  Christ,  His  Incarnation, 
Sinlessness  and  Vicarious  Sacrifice,  His  Resurrection 
from  the  Dead,  and  His  Indwelling  in  Believers;  The 
Sinfulness  of  Sin,  The  Call  to  Repentance,  The  Neces¬ 
sity  for  a  New  Birth,  and  The  Beauty  of  the  New  Life 
in  the  Spirit. 

These  subjects  are  presented  with  profound  under¬ 
standing  of  the  workings  of  the  modern  mind  and  with 
evident  desire  to  clothe  ancient  truth  in  the  common 
language  of  today,  in  order  to  make  it  more  winsome 
and  convincing. 

Permit  the  Session  to  say  in  conclusion  that  the  more 
deeply  your  Committee  may  prohe  into  the  present  sit¬ 
uation  in  the  First  Church,  the  better  it  will  be  pleased. 
It  hopes  to  convince  you  that  it  would  not  knowingly 
tolerate  in  its  pulpit  teachings  unevangelieal  or  sub¬ 
versive  to  the  historic  faith  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 
If,  in  the  judgment  of  Presbytery,  it  has  been  in  any 
particular  derelict  it  will  accept  admonition  in  the  spirit 
which  the  Gospel  requires. 

Faithfully  yours, 

(Signed)  HENRY  N.  TIFFT, 
Clerk  of  Session. 

(Signed)  GEORGE  ALEXANDER, 

(Signed)  THOMAS  GUTHRIE  SPEERS, 

Pastors. 
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In  this  letter  the  Session  does  several  things  that  are 
important  in  the  judgment  of  the  Committee.  The 
Session  claims  for  the  First  Church  loyalty  and  sound¬ 
ness  in  the  faith,  and  expresses  grief  that  suspicion  and 
controversy  have  arisen  concerning  its  affairs.  It  ex¬ 
plains  the  plan  of  a  multiple  ministry  which  was  adopted 
by  the  congregation,  with  the  unanimous  approval  of 
Session,  and  later  of  Presbytery,  admitting  its  anomalous 
character  in  Presbyterian  practice  and  justifying  it  as 
a  measure  required  to  meet  unusual  conditions.  It 
testifies  that  the  plan  has  not  worked  any  disaster,  but 
rather,  in  their  judgment,  has  safeguarded  the  consoli¬ 
dation  of  the  three  churches,  and  has  tended  to  harmony, 
fellowship  and  increased  efficiency  and  usefulness.  It 
disavows  any  intention  of  disloyalty  in  the  action  con¬ 
cerning  the  resignation  of  the  Stated  Preacher  following 
the  action  of  the  Assembly,  and  explains  its  attitude 
in  this  matter. 

It  answers  specifically  the  question  which  was  one 
among  many  asked  by  this  Committee,  concerning  the 
sermon  entitled  “Shall  the  Fundamentalists  Win?” 
applauding  its  motive,  but  questioning  the  use  of  a  pro¬ 
vocative  title,  and  admitting  also  that  the  sermon  was 
open  to  misunderstanding  and  criticism.  For  the  cir¬ 
culation  of  this  sermon  the  Session  disclaims  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  deeply  deplores  the  distress  occasioned  in 
many  directions. 

The  Session  insists  that  this  sermon  was  exceptional, 
and  that  the  preaching  and  teaching  in  their  pulpit  is 
ordinarily  uncontroversial,  dealing  with  the  claims  of 
religion  upon  humanity  and  the  doctrines  of  grace  that 
center  in  our  Lord  and  Savior.  The  Session  affirms 
that  it  would  not  knowingly  tolerate  in  its  pulpit 
teachings  unevangelical  or  subversive  to  the  historic 


faith  of  the  Presbyterian  Church.  And  finally  it  states 
that  it  will  accept  admonition  from  the  Presbytery  if 
Presbytery  deems  that  such  admonition  is  needed.  The 
Committee  understands  this  to  mean  that  it  acknowl¬ 
edges  the  full  responsibility  belonging  to  Sessions  of 
Presbyterian  churches  respecting  the  public  proclama¬ 
tion  of  the  gospel. 

The  Committee  commends  this  frank,  discriminating 
and  loyal  statement  of  the  Session  of  the  First  Church 
to  the  Presbytery  and  to  the  church  at  large. 

We  come  now  directly  to  the  question  of  the  preach¬ 
ing  and  teaching  in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church.  On 
this  subject  the  Committee  is  frankly  desirous  of  help¬ 
ing  to  remove  distrust.  The  further  we  have  gone  in 
our  inquiries  the  more  we  have  been  convinced  of  the 
danger  of  injustice  in  this  connection.  It  is  part  of 
the  history  of  the  church  that  it  has  often  listened  to 
charges  that  were  not  wholly  justified.  The  zeal  that 
good  men  feel  for  purity  of  doctrine  often  leads  them  to 
suspicions  that  are  unwarranted.  It  is  not  to  be  doubted 
that  one  of  the  safest  cures  for  controversy  that  tends 
to  division,  is  the  awakening  of  confidence,  the  setting 
free  of  men’s  spirits  in  mutual  trust. 

At  a  time  some  years  ago  when  this  Presbytery  was 
undergoing  trial,  a  beloved  member  of  the  Presbytery, 
widely  reputed  for  his  wisdom  and  fidelity  in  preaching 
the  gospel,  wrote  a  private  letter  in  which  he  spoke  of 
the  dangers' that,  may  arise  in  time  of  earnest  contention 
for  the  faith.  Now  that  the  presence  of  Dr.  John  H. 
Jowett  is  a  gracious  memory  in  the  church  militant,  his 
wholesome  words  are  worth  recalling.  “I  yield  to 
none,”  he  wrote,  “in  zealous  guardianship  and  proclama¬ 
tion  of  the  central  and  fundamental  doctrines  of  the 
evangelical  faith,  and  I  think  there  was  never  a  time 
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when  there  was  greater  need  for  those  doctrines  to  be 
proclaimed.  It  is  imperative  that  we  be  solidly  united  in 
sacred  loyalty  to  all  truth  that  is  essential  to  the  regen¬ 
eration  and  sanctification  of  the  soul  and  the  creation 
of  men  and  women  in  Christ  Jesus.  But  it  is  possible 
to  so  contend,  even  for  central  things,  as  to  lose  the 
sense  of  relation  and  proportion;  and  by  the  manner  of 
our  controversy  we  may  lose  the  clear  sight  of  the 
supreme  values.  The  first  necessity  of  all  vital  and 
tenacious  hold  upon  the  evangelical  verities,  and  of 
fruitful  ministry  in  them,  is  the  spirit  of  the  Lord  Jesus. 
It  is  this  spirit  and  this  alone  that  clarifies  the  atmos¬ 
phere,  removing  the  confusing,  obscuring  medium  of 
suspicion,  misunderstanding  and  unholy  anger  and 
resentment.  ’  ’ 

With  the  sound  of  such  wise  counsel  in  our  ears  the 
Committee  proceeds  to  state  the  grounds  upon  which 
we  rest  our  appeal  for  the  restoration  of  confidence. 

After  earnest  conference  and  extended  correspondence 
with  our  brother  who  is  serving  as  Stated  Preacher  in 
the  First  Church,  in  which  the  Committee  sought  to 
make  clear  the  bearing  of  the  action  of  the  Assembly 
upon  his  ministry  in  that  church,  we  have  received  from 
him  the  following  statement: 


December  28,  1923. 

To  the  Committee  of  the 
Presbytery  of  New  York, 

Rev.  Edgar  Whitaker  Work,  D.D.,  Chairman. 

Dear  Dr.  Work, 

I  welcome  the  opportunity  which  the  appointment 
of  your  committee  affords  me  to  express  my  attitude 
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toward  the  theological  controversy  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church  which,  in  part  at  least,  has  centered  in  me. 

For  many  months  now  I  have  been  the  object  of 
attack  and  until  this  letter  I  have  made  no  public  reply. 
Nor  do  I  write  this  in  a  controversial  mood.  Any 
gentleman  dislikes  to  be  a  cause  of  disturbance  in  a 
neighbor’s  household,  and  as  an  ordained  minister  of 
another  denomination  preaching  in  a  Presbyterian  pul¬ 
pit  I  am  profoundly  sorry  that  contention  has  arisen 
because  of  me.  For  this  reason  I  already  have  resigned 
from  the  pulpit  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  once 
and  now  retain  my  position  there  only  because  of  the 
unanimous  desire  of  the  Church’s  Session  and  their 
insistence  that  withdrawal  would  do  more  harm  than 
good. 

In  spite  of  sharp  differences  of  opinion  between  two 
prevalent  schools  of  theological  thought,  and  in  spite  of 
the  unmistakable  fact  that  I  am  committed  to  the  side 
called  “liberal,”  I  confess  that  I  have  been  surprised 
at  the  misinterpretation  of  my  position  which  has  been 
spread  broadcast.  If  I  did  not  regard  myself  as  an 
evangelical  Christian,  I  certainly  should  not  be  preach¬ 
ing  in  an  evangelical  pulpit.  Nor  was  there  ever  a  day 
when  one  in  earnest  about  his  faith  would  wish  his 
unqualified  Christian  allegiance  to  be  more  manifest 
than  now. 

These  are  the  days  when  the  Christian  faith  is  being 
resolutely  assailed,  when  materialistic  naturalism  is  pre¬ 
senting  a  perilous  problem,  when  many  are  in  doubt, 
when  Christianity  faces  alike  one  of  its  supreme  crises 
and  supreme  opportunities.  These  are  days  when  every 
man  who  seriously  and  deeply  believes  in  the  Gospel  of 
Jesus  Christ  wants  to  be  counted  on  that  side  and  not  on 
any  other.  It  goes  hard  with  me,  therefore,  to  find 
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myself  and  whatever  influence  I  may  possess  rated  as 
against  things  I  really  am  for  and  for  things  I  really 
am  against. 

I  am  in  the  ministry  of  the  evangelical  churches 
because  I  belong  there  and  nowhere  else — reared  in 
evangelical  Christianity,  converted  in  it,  convinced  of 
it,  and  ready  to  live  and  die  for  it.  The  liberty  I  claim 
to  think  through  the  Gospel  in  terms  real  and  cogent 
in  our  own  time  is,  I  am  sure,  not  a  denial  of  the  Gospel, 
but  one  of  the  most  precious  and  sacred  privileges  and 
responsibilities  which  our  evangelical  forefathers  claimed 
for  themselves,  fought  for,  and  gloriously  used. 

Personally  I  have  no  patience  with  an  emasculated 
Christianity  that  denudes  the  Gospel  of  its  superhuman 
elements,  its  redeeming  power  and  its  eternal  hopes.  I 
believe  in  the  personal  God  revealed  in  Christ,  in  his 
omnipresent  activity  and  endless  resources  to  achieve  his 
purposes  for  us  and  all  men ;  I  believe  in  Christ,  his 
deity,  his  sacrificial  saviorhood,  his  resurrected  and 
triumphant  life,  his  rightful  Lordship,  and  the  indis¬ 
pensableness  of  his  message  to  mankind.  In  the  in¬ 
dwelling  Spirit  I  believe,  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  the 
redeemed  and  victorious  life,  the  triumph  of  righteous¬ 
ness  on  earth,  and  the  life  everlasting.  This  faith  I  find 
in  the  Scriptures  and  the  objective  of  my  ministry  is 
to  lead  men  to  the  Scriptures  as  the  standard  and  norm 
of  religious  experience — the  progressive  self-revelation 
of  God  in  the  history  of  a  unique  people,  culminating  in 
Christ.  To  the  proclamation  of  the  Gospel  with  such 
elements  of  abiding  experience  at  the  heart  of  it  I  am 
giving  myself- — trying  to  translate  it  into  terms  that 
will  penetrate  the  intelligence  and  challenge  the  con¬ 
science  of  the  oncoming  generation. 

I  am  not,  therefore,  an  enemy  of  the  Gospel  of  Christ, 
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a  denier  of  the  profound  experiences  and  convictions 
which  in  all  ages  have  been  the  glory  of  the  church,  the 
substance  of  her  creeds,  and  the  source  of  her  power. 
Nor,  as  I  understand  it,  are  those  who,  like  me,  are  called 
liberals.  We  are  men  at  the  center  of  whose  life  is  a 
profound  faith  in  God  revealed  in  Christ  for  man’s 
salvation,  and  we  are  facing  with  passionate  earnest¬ 
ness  the  needs  of  this  disturbed,  doubting,  and  often 
wistful  generation,  endeavoring  as  our  fathers  did  in 
their  days  to  interpret  the  everlasting  Gospel  to  our  own 
time  in  terms  that  our  own  time  can  understand. 

The  joy  of  my  ministry  is  now,  as  it  always  has  been, 
to  lead  men  into  vital  relationship  with  Jesus  Christ, 
to  bring  them  under  the  spell  of  his  Mastership,  and 
to  inspire  them  to  make  him  and  all  that  he  stands  for 
dominant  in  the  life  of  the  world.  Never  did  this 
ministry  seem  so  much  worth  while ;  never  were  its 
fruits  more  manifest;  and  all  my  days  I  hope  to  give 
myself  to  it  in  the  freedom  with  which  Christ  set  us  free. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

(Signed)  HARRY  EMERSON  FOSDICK. 


Referring  to  this  letter,  the  Committee  wishes  to  say 
that  there  is  a  certain  solemnity  and  impressiveness 
about  the  confession  of  a  man’s  faith  in  circumstances 
such  as  these  that  will  not  be  overlooked  by  earnest  men. 
The  Committee  confidently  asks  for  a  careful  and  prayer¬ 
ful  consideration  of  this  solemn  affirmation  of  faith. 

It  is  easy  to  foresee  that  objections  may  be  made. 
Some  may  say  that  words  are  used  in  a  different  sense 
from  that  to  which  the  church  has  been  accustomed. 
Criticism  of  this  nature  almost  invariably  contains  the 
seeds  of  a  subtle  injustice. 

[21j 


Others  may  be  inclined  to  draw  inferences  and  make 
implications  in  the  circumstances  which  may  or  may 
not  be  correct.  Exactly  a  hundred  years  ago  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  refused  to  sustain  a  charge  of  heresy 
against  a  minister  who  had  been  convicted  by  a  lower 
court  on  the  ground  of  inferences  which  he  himself 
denied.  The  Assembly  ruled  that  it  is  a  principle  “that 
no  man  can  rightly  be  convicted  of  heresy  by  inference 
or  implication.”  Caution  is  advised  in  charging  “any 
man  with  an  opinion  which  he  disavows.”  (Minutes 
of  the  General  Assembly  for  1824,  pp.  122 — -124.) 

There  may  also  be  those  who  will  feel  that  the  “five 
points”  announced  by  the  General  Assembly  are  net 
sufficiently  covered  in  the  statement.  The  Committee 
has  already  stated  the  belief  that  is  held  by  many  that 
the  constitutional  questions  involved  in  this  matter 
should  be  taken  up  in  the  manner  provided  by  our  Form 
of  Government. 

What  is  especialty  clear  to  the  Committee  is  that 
the  doctrines  of  grace  are  strongly  affirmed  in  the  state¬ 
ment.  Further  our  study  of  the  preaching  and  teaching 
in  the  First  Church  convinces  us  that  the  doctrines  of 
grace  are  being  proclaimed  in  the  pulpit  of  that  church. 
Not  only  so,  we  believe  that  they  are  being  proclaimed 
with  power  and  in  a  manner  that  is  producing  an  un¬ 
usual  impression  upon  the  part  of  many  persons  who 
have  grown  careless  as  to  the  claims  of  the  Christian 
religion. 

While  we  find  abundant  evidence  of  variant  methods, 
of  new  approaches,  even  of  original  adaptations  of 
spiritual  teaching  to  the  ways  of  men’s  minds  in  our 
time,  we  do  not  find  that  the  grace  of  God  in  salvation 
through  Jesus  Christ  is  being  obscured  or  hampered. 
Rather  it  is  our  conclusion  that  these  doctrines  of  the 
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grace  of  God  through  Christ  are  receiving  new  force 
and  urgency  for  times  like  ours.  The  Session  of  the 
Church  solemnly  testifies  that  the  preaching  is  evangeli¬ 
cal  in  meaning  and  force.  The  pastors  and  the  four¬ 
teen  Elders  of  the  Church  are  entitled  to  be  heard  on 
this  subject.  Many  of  the  Elders  are  of  long  Presby¬ 
terian  ancestry,  and  a  number  of  them  are  conservative 
in  temper  and  training. 

This  Committee  is  also  deeply  impressed  by  what  we 
have  learned  of  the  effect  of  the  public  proclamation  of 
the  Word  in  the  First  Church.  Few  such  challenging 
voices  have  ever  been  heard  in  this  city  in  defense  of 
religion.  There  is  no  hint  of  sensationalism  in  the  ser¬ 
mons.  They  are  serious,  studied  affirmations  of  religious 
truth,  intended  to  convince  men  that  they  cannot  live 
rightly  in  this  world  without  God  and  Christ  and  the 
Holy  Spirit.  The  fact  of  sin  and  the  need  of  a  Savior 
are  proclaimed  with  conviction  and  power.  The  Savior 
is  Jesus  Christ,  and  there  is  none  other  name  that  the 
preacher  knows.  In  our  judgment  there  can  be  no 
mistake  concerning  the  tremendous  challenge  of  this 
voice  in  the  pulpit  to  a  generation  that  tends  to  play 
fast  and  loose  with  religion.  The  arrest  of  thought  that 
has  been  produced  on  religious  subjects  in  this  great 
and  careless  city  is  a  fact  that  cannot  be  gainsaid. 

Admitting  the  variant  points  of  view,  conceding  that 
there  are  divergences  in  mode  and  form,  this  Committee, 
composed  of  men  of  moderate  views,  cannot  resist  the 
judgment  that  the  Christian  religion  is  receiving  in  the 
preaching  and  teaching  in  the  First  Church  an  im¬ 
pressive  advocacy.  The  preacher  is  the  implacable  foe 
of  the  principal  enemies  of  Christianity  in  modern  times. 
The  full  force  of  the  preaching  lends  itself,  as  we  believe, 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  spiritual  ideals  of  Christianity, 

[23] 


and  the  teaching  and  spirit  of  Jesus  in  thinking  and 
conduct. 

No  one  who  knows  the  facts  intimately  can  deny  that 
the  force  of  this  ministry  is  also  restorative  of  faith. 
Scores  and  hundreds,  of  young  people  especially,  includ¬ 
ing  many  students,  are  responding  to  the  quickening 
effect  of  this  ministry.  The  Committee  has  received 
many  testimonies  to  the  return  of  faith,  and  none  to  the 
loss  of  faith,  under  this  ministry.  The  preacher  is  keenly 
aware  of  the  drift  of  many  in  our  time  out  into  the  sea 
of  doubt  and  unbelief.  One  of  the  principal  aims  of 
his  ministry  is  to  call  men  back  to  faith — back  to  faith 
in  Christ. 

This  Committee  gives  great  weight  to  the  solemn 
declaration  made  by  the  Session  of  the  First  Church, 
that  the  preaching  and  teaching  in  the  First  Church 
deals  almost  exclusively  with  the  great  themes  of  evan¬ 
gelical  religion — the  Reality  of  God,  the  Deity  of  Christ, 
His  Incarnation,  Sinlessness  and  Vicarious  Sacrifice,  His 
Resurrection  from  the  Dead,  and  His  Indwelling  in 
Believers,  the  Sinfulness  of  Sin,  the  Call  to  Repentance, 
the  Necessity  for  a  New  Birth,  and  the  Beauty  of  the 
New  Life  in  the  Spirit.  It  is  impossible  for  this  Com¬ 
mittee  to  believe  that  a  body  of  experienced  Presby¬ 
terians,  ministers  and  elders,  would  unanimously  sub¬ 
scribe  to  a  statement  such  as  this  without  a  profound 
conviction  of  its  truth. 

Less  than  this  the  Committee  cannot  say  in  recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  immense  influence  being  exerted  in  this  com¬ 
munity  by  our  Baptist  brother  who  came  five  years  ago 
as  an  invited  guest  with  the  full  approval  of  Presbytery 
to  the  pulpit  of  the  First  Church.  If  his  voice  should 
for  any  reason  fall  silent,  the  Committee  believes  that 
it  would  be  an  incalculable  loss  and  calamity  to  the 


[24] 


church  of  God  in  this  city,  where  so  many  different  seas 
of  thought  meet  in  conflict  and  storm. 

The  Committee  regrets  that  there  are  any  qualifying 
remarks  that  need  to  be  made,  and  we  make  them  with 
hesitation,  yet  with  the  same  conviction  which  we  have 
put  into  our  testimony  to  the  evangelical  character  of 
the  preaching. 

It  is  inevitable  that  mistakes  of  judgment  and  em¬ 
phasis  will  occur  in  a  ministry  such  as  we  have  described. 
It  is  the  belief  of  this  Committee  that  mistakes  have 
occurred.  The  preacher  is  engaged  in  a  task  that  is 
beset  with  perils,  the  task  of  approaching  modern  ways 
of  thinking  with  the  message  of  the  gospel.  It  is 
almost  to  be  expected  that  zeal  in  this  direction  might 
carry  him  beyond  guide-posts  and  moorings  of  the  past. 
This  is  the  danger  of  all  men  who  mediate  between  the 
past  and  the  present.  They  are  committed  in  their 
own  minds  so  largely  to  the  destinies  of  the  coming  time 
that  they  may  all  too  easily  underestimate  values  and 
obligations  that  have  come  down  to  us  out  of  the  past. 

Further,  they  are  particularly  open  to  misunderstand¬ 
ing  and  misinterpretation.  The  language  that  they  use 
may  have  a  new  and  unfamiliar  sound,  that  seems  to 
give  ground  for  alarm.  It  is  our  judgment  that  one  who 
takes  upon  himself  the  difficult  task  of  the  adaptation 
of  the  past  to  the  present  in  matters  of  faith  should 
exercise  extraordinary  care  in  dealing  with  subjects  con¬ 
cerning  which  deep  feeling  exists,  and  about  which  the 
faith  of  men  is  much  concerned. 

This  Committee  therefore  agrees  with  the  Session  of 
the  First  Church  that  the  sermon  “Shall  the  Funda¬ 
mentalists  ’Win?”  while  seeking  a  laudable  end,  was 
captioned  by  an  objectionable  and  challenging  title,  that 
tended  to  contention  and  strife.  We  further  agree  with 
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the  Session  that  the  sermon  was  open  to  misunderstand¬ 
ing,  and,  like  the  Session,  we  regret  its  wide  circulation, 
and  deplore  the  serious  distress  and  disturbances  to 
which  it  has  given  rise  in  many  minds.  We  go  further 
to  say  that  while  we  are  sure  that  the  preaching  and 
teaching  in  the  First  Church  has  never  spoken  any 
denial  of  the  church’s  doctrine  of  the  Virgin  Birth  of 
our  Lord,  it  is  our  judgment  that  the  manner  in  which 
this  subject  was  dealt  with  in  the  sermon  mentioned,  is 
open  to  painful  misconstruction  and  just  objection. 

It  is  well  to  remember  in  this  connection  that  Dr. 
Fosdick  allows  no  man  to  question  his  belief  in  the  deity 
of  Christ.  To  lose  this  cardinal  fact  of  the  gospel,  he 
has  frequently  said,  would  result  in  the  uprooting  of 
his  whole  Christian  experience.  If  such  a  spiritual 
calamity  ever  came  to  pass  in  his  faith,  he  has  solemnly 
affirmed  that  he  would  at  once  leave  the  evangelical 
pulpit. 

We  have  already  indicated  our  belief  that  there  is 
strong  ground  for  assurance  as  to  the  evangelical  fruits 
of  the  preaching  and  teaching  of  this  pulpit.  At  the 
same  time  we  cannot  but  feel  deeply  concerned  about 
the  wide  disturbance  that  has  come  into  the  church. 
Wise  men  will  address  themselves  to  the  cure  of  this 
disturbance  with  earnest  prayer  and  with  a  purpose  to 
do  justice  to  all  concerned.  They  will  also  seek  the 
wisest  ways  of  bringing  about  a  better  understanding. 

The  Committee  has  endeavored  in  this  report  to  pre¬ 
sent  grounds  for  the  restoration  of  confidence,  and  we 
are  sure  that  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  desires  to  do 
all  that  it  can  justly  do  to  aid  in  this  measure.  It  is 
our  hope  that  the  signed  statements  and  the  information 
herewith  presented  together  with  the  conclusions  given 
may  contribute  to  a  clearer  understanding  of  the  situa¬ 
tion. 


The  real  crux  of  this  situation,  the  Committee  feels, 
lies  in  the  fact  that  the  Presbyterian  Church  is  accus¬ 
tomed  to  a  ministry  that  recognizes  the  obligation  of 
ordination  vows.  This  is  the  genius  and  method  of  our 
system  of  government,  and  it  cannot  safely  be  ignored. 
While  tve  deprecate  too  narrow  and  binding  an  inter¬ 
pretation  of  such  vows,  we  are  certain  that  the  failure 
to  reco-nize  such  obligations  would  be  destructive  of  the 
Presbyterian  conception  of  church  government,  as  relat¬ 
ing  especially  to  ministers  and  the  teaching  of  doctrine. 
It  is  natural  that  a  church,  constituted  as  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  is,  should  insist  upon  the  recognition  of 
this  fact 

It  is  therefore  the  judgment  of  this  Committee  that 
this  conception  of  an  obligation  to  the  denomination 
must  be  fairly  met  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  another 
denomination  who  is  invited  to  minister  statedly  in  one 
of  our  pulpits. 

We  do  not  doubt  that  this  Presbytery  understands 
that  it  has  no  direct  jurisdiction  over  the  Stated 
Preacher  in  the  First  Church.  Nevertheless  the  Presby¬ 
tery  cannot  be  indifferent  to  the  responsibility  which  is 
inherent  in  Presbyterian  government.  There  is  more¬ 
over  an  indirect  jurisdiction  of  the  Presbytery  in  such 
a  case,  based  upon  the  conception  of  the  duties  of  an 
invited  guest.  It  is  our  belief  that  a  minister  from 
another  denomination,  occupying  one  of  our  pulpits, 
should  voluntarily  wear  responsibilities  and  obligations, 
which,  although  not  based  upon  the  force  of  ordination 
vows,  are  nevertheless  real  and  cogent  in  the  circum¬ 
stances.  This  Committee  has  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
Dr.  Fosdick  feels  the  force  of  these  obligations,  and  that 
he  will  willingly  accept  counsel  and  direction  from  this 
Presbytery  of  which  he  is  a  corresponding  member. 
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We  feel  further  that  the  statement  of  the  Session  of 
the  First  Church  submitted  in  this  report  must  awaken 
both  gratitude  and  confidence.  We  particularly  welcome 
the  affirmation  made  by  the  Session  that  “it  would  not 
knowingly  tolerate  in  its  pulpit  teachings  unevangelical 
or  subversive  to  the  historic  faith  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church.”  It  is  clear  that  the  Session  accepts  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  belongs  to  sessions  in  Presbyterian 
churches  of  safeguarding  the  preaching  and  teaching 
of  the  pulpit. 

The  present  report  of  the  Committee  is  not  necessarily 
a  final  report.  If  the  Presbytery  shall  think  best,  in 
all  the  circumstances,  to  continue  this  Committee  in  its 
work,  the  Committee  will  be  prepared  to  report  further 
to  the  Presbytery,  as  occasion  may  require. 

The  Committee  now  offers  to  the  Presbytery  the  fol¬ 
lowing  recommendations : 

First.  The  Presbytery  states  that  it  believes  in  the 
purpose  and  character  of  the  preaching  and  teaching 
in  the  First  Church  of  New  York,  and  that  it  expresses 
its  confident  expectation  that  our  brother  of  another 
denomination  who  enjoys  the  freedom  of  his  pulpit  will 
labor  unceasingly  and  in  all  good  conscience  to  promote 
the  gospel  and  the  spread  of  evangelical  truth. 

Second.  The  Presbytery  expresses  its  confidence  in 
the  loyalty  of  the  Session  of  the  First  Church,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  wisdom  and  devotion  of  our  beloved 
brother,  the  Rev.  George  Alexander,  D.D.,  the  pastor 
of  the  First  Church.  The  Presbytery  further  records 
its  satisfaction  with  the  statement  of  the  Session  as  to 
its  understanding  of  the  duty  of  sessions  in  safeguard¬ 
ing  the  preaching  and  teaching  of  the  pulpit,  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  doctrinal  standards  of  our  church. 
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Third.  The  Presbytery  holds  itself  in  readiness  to 
receive  further  reports  on  this  subject,  and  to  take 
further  steps  in  relation  to  it,  as  occasion  may  require. 

Fourth.  The  Presbytery  affirms  its  belief  in  the  Bible 
as  the  only  infallible  rule  of  faith  and  practice,  and  in 
all  the  doctrines  of  grace  and  salvation  belonging  to 
evangelical  Christianity.  The  Presbytery  further  declares 
that  it  sorrows  deeply  over  controversy  and  strife  and 
that  it  is  its  desire  and  intention  to  address  itself  to 
prayer  and  the  ministry  of  the  Word;  to  the  building 
up  of  our  churches,  to  the  work  of  evangelism,  soul¬ 
winning  and  social  welfare  in  this  great  city,  and  to  the 
propagation  of  the  gospel  of  Jesus  Christ  at  home  and 
abroad. 

Conscious  that  we  have  striven  with  loyalty  and  fair¬ 
ness  to  carry  out  the  directions  sent  to  this  Presbytery 
by  the  General  Assembly,  and  trusting  that  no  man  may 
be  able  to  discover  in  this  writing  aught  but  a  con¬ 
trolling  purpose  to  promote  the  truth  as  it  is  in  Christ, 
and  to  further  his  sacred  cause  in  the  world,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  unanimously  and  respectfully  submits  this  Report 
to  the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  praying  that  it  may 
have  studious  and  prayerful  attention  from  all  who  are 
concerned. 

EDGAR  WHITAKER  WORK,  Chairman 
CHARLES  L.  THOMPSON 
A.  EDWIN  KEIGWIN 
GEORGE  B.  AGNEW 
ALFRED  E.  MARLING 


The  Action  of  the  General  Assembly  of  1924 

Twenty- two  ministers  and  elders  of  the  New  York 
Presbytery  complained  to  the  General  Assembly  of 
1924  against  the  action  of  the  Presbytery  in  adopting 
the  report  of  its  Special  Committee  on  the  First 
Church.  This  complaint  was  referred  by  the  Assembly 
to  the  permanent  Judicial  Commission  which  tried 
the  case  and  reported  its  preliminary  judgment.  This 
was  adopted  by  the  Assembly  as  its  own  judgment 
and  is  as  follows: 

The  Judicial  Commission  of  the  Assembly  as  to  the 
complaint  of  Rev.  W.  D.  Buchanan  et  ah,  protesting  as 
to  the  action  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  in  matters 
relating  to  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York 
City,  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  the  complainants  and  the  respondents  were  heard 
bj1-  their  counsel  and  their  respective  committees  by  the 
Commission  on  May  26,  1924.  Upon  consideration  of 
the  complaint  itself,  the  Commission  finds  that  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  mandate  of  the  General  Assembly  of  May, 
1923,  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  by  its  committee 
made  a  careful  investigation  as  to  the  preaching  and 
teaching  in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York 
to  ascertain  whether  it  conformed  to  the  system  of 
doctrine  taught  in  the  Confession  of  Faith. 

The  committee  of  the  Presbytery  took  up  the  question 
first  with  the  Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
and  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  committee  the  session 
of  the  Church  indicated  its  purpose  and  intent  to  carry 
out  the  suggestions  made  by  the  General  Assembly  in 
its  mandate  and  the  Commission  is  persuaded  that  the 
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Session  of  the  Church  desires  that  the  system  of  doctrine 
taught  in  the  Church  should  be  in  full  accord  with  the 
Confession  of  Faith.  The  Commission  also  desires  to 
say  that  in  its  judgment  the  action  of  the  committee  of 
Presbytery  and  the  Presbytery  itself  was  taken  in  all 
good  faith. 

The  report  of  the  committee  shows  that  an  extended 
correspondence  was  had  with  Dr.  Fosdick  on  the  subject 
of  his  preaching  and  teaching.  There  is  set  out  in  the 
report  a  letter  from  Dr.  Fosdick  in  which  he  outlines 
to  a  certain  extent  his  beliefs.  Unfortunately  his  state¬ 
ment  is  not  as  clear  and  unequivocal  as  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Commission  it  should  have  been  in  view  of  the 
agitation  which  has  resulted  because  of  the  preaching 
of  the  sermon  entitled  “Shall  the  Fundamentalists 
Win!’’  We  are  unable  to  determine  just  how  far  that 
sermon  indicates  Dr.  Fosdiek’s  personal  belief  as  to  the 
serious  and  important  questions  raised  by  his  sermon. 
We  regret  that  Dr.  Fosdick  did  not  m  his  communica¬ 
tion  say  frankly  whether  or  not  he  believes  what  is  re¬ 
garded  as  essential  under  our  Confession  of  1  aith. 

In  the  mandate  adopted  in  May,  1923,  the  General 
Assembly  indicated  its  purpose  to  see  to  it  that  do<;trlIle* 
contrary  to  the  standards  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
should  not  be  proclaimed  in  the  pulpit  of  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church  in  New  York.  The  Commission 
desires  to  suggest  in  this  connection  that  it  believes  that 
one  of  the  difficulties  involved  in  the  situation  is  the 
fact  that  the  relationship  which  Dr.  Fosdick  sustains  to 
First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York  is  wholly  with¬ 
out  precedent  so  far  as  recorded  cases  go  and  so  far  as 
the  provisions  of  the  Form  of  Government  and  Book  of 
Discipline  indicate.  It  as  an  anomaly.  Dr.  Fosdick  is 
denominated  a  “guest”  and  he  has  continued  to  be  a 
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“guest”  for  a  period  of  over  five  years.  He,  himself, 
says  in  his  letter  “any  gentleman  dislikes  to  be  a  cause 
of  disturbance  in  a  neighbor’s  household.” 

We  agree  that  a  very  serious  disturbance  has  arisen 
and  this  disturbance  is  largely  the  result  of  this  existing 
anomalous  situation.  Dr.  Fosdick,  shortly  after  the 
action  of  the  General  Assembly,  tendered  his  resigna¬ 
tion  to  the  Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
and  in  their  reply  to  the  Presbytery  the  Session  recited 
this  fact  and  said  that,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances, 
they  deemed  it  best  for  the  interests  of  the  First  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  to  refuse  to  accept  his  resignation  and, 
consequently,  they  did  not  transmit  this  resignation  to 
the  congregation  of  that  church.  It  may  well  be  that, 
considering  only  the  interests  of  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  New  York,  this  decision  of  the  Session  was 
wise,  but  viewed  from  the  standpoint  of  the  Church  at 
large  we  are  not  persuaded  that  it  was  wise;  we  are 
constrained  to  believe  that  the  existing  relations  should 
not  continue  longer. 

In  saying  so,  we  do  not  mean  that  the  First  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  New  York  must  of  necessity  be  de¬ 
prived  of  the  services  of  Dr.  Fosdick,  which  they  so 
much  desire.  We  do  think,  however,  that  if  he  desires 
to  occupy  a  Presbyterian  pulpit  for  an  extended  time 
he  should  enter  our  Church  through  the  regular  method 
and  become  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  and  authority  of 
the  Church.  If  this  is  done,  much  of  the  cause  of  irrita¬ 
tion  would  be  removed.  If  he  can  accept  the  doctrinal 
standards  of  our  Church,  as  contained  in  the  Confession 
of  Faith,  there  should  be  no  difficulty  in  receiving  him. 
If  he  cannot,  he  ought  not  to  continue  to  occupy  a 
Presbyterian  pulpit. 

The  Presbytery  in  its  action  states  that  it  holds  itself 
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in  readiness  to  receive  further  report  on  this  subject 
and  to  take  further  steps  in  relation  to  it  as  occasion 
may  require.  The  Session  also  expresses  its  willingness 
to  do  what  is  necessary  to  allay  the  unrest  and  distress 
which  exists  in  the  Church  at  large. 

"We  therefore  recommend  that  the  Presbytery  of  New 
York  be  instructed,  through  its  committee  or  through 
the  Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church,  to  take  up 
with  Dr.  Fosdiek  this  question  to  the  end  that  he  may 
determine  whether  it  is  his  pleasure  to  enter  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  and  thus  be  in  a  regular  relationship 
with  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  York  as 
one  of  its  pastors. 


The  Invitation  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York 
to  Dr.  Fosdick 

In  accordance  with  the  judgment  of  the  Judicial 
Commission  adopted  by  the  General  Assembly,  the 
Presbytery  of  New  York  through  its  Committee  in¬ 
vited  Dr.  Fosdick  to  enter  the  Presbyterian  Ministry. 
The  Committee’s  letter  to  Dr.  Fosdick  follows: 

Your  absence  in  Europe,  prolonged  into  the  summer, 
and  the  subsequent  vacation-time  separations,  have 
made  difficult  such  intimate  discussion  as  might  have 
been  desired  on  the  subject  that  is  uppermost  in  our 
minds.  Nevertheless  you  have,  I  think,  been  fully  advised 
of  the  action  of  the  General  Assembly,  and  there  have 
not  been  lacking  as  you  know  correspondence  and  per¬ 
sonal  conference  on  the  subject. 

At  this  time,  however,  in  view  of  the  approaching 
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meeting  of  New  York  Presbytery,  I  am  laying  the  matter 
formally  before  you,  in  order  that  you  may  consider 
carefully  the  proposal  of  the  Assembly,  and  give  your 
formal  answer  to  it.  The  action  of  the  Assembly  taken 
at  Grand  Rapids  on  May  28th  of  the  present  year  in¬ 
structed  the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  either  “through 
the  present  Committee  or  through  the  Session  of  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  to  take  up  with  Dr.  Fosdick 
this  question  to  the  end  that  he  may  determine  whether 
it  is  his  pleasure  to  enter  the  Presbyterian  Church,  and 
thus  be  in  a  regular  relationship  with  the  First  Presby¬ 
terian  Church  of  New  York  as  one  of  its  pastors.” 

This  instruction  of  the  General  Assembly  being  in 
due  time  transmitted  to  the  Presbytery  of  New  York, 
the  Presbytery  at  its  June  meeting  referred  the  matter 
to  the  Special  Committee,  of  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  be  chairman.  I  am  therefore  writing  officially,  to  rep¬ 
resent  the  Presbytery  of  New  York,  which  acts  through 
this  Committee  in  obedience  to  the  instruction  of  the 
General  Assembly. 

In  taking  up  with  you  the  proposal  made  by  the 
General  Assembly,  allow  me  to  say  that  the  Assembly’s 
action  represents  a  sincere  and  profound  desire  upon 
the  part  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  to  find  a  way, 
agreeable  to  our  rule  and  custom,  out  of  a  situation  that 
has  produced  no  little  anxiety.  It  is  specifically  the 
desire  of  New  York  Presbytery  to  which  this  Committee 
is  attached,  that  you  give  the  proposal  of  the  Assembly 
the  full  and  careful  consideration  which  we  believe  it 
deserves. 

It  is  further  our  earnest  hope  that  you  may  see  the 
way  clear  to  accede  to  the  proposal.  The  Presbytery 
of  New  York  sets  a  very  high  value  upon  your  ministry 
in  the  First  Presbyterian  Church,  and  we  would  be 
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loath  to  see  any  interruption  of  it.  We  are  also  con¬ 
cerned  for  the  welfare  of  the  First  Church,  and  of  the 
large  number  of  adherents  and  attendants  who  have 
been  attracted  by  your  preaching.  The  General  As¬ 
sembly  itself  makes  plain  that  it  does  not  seek  the  dis¬ 
continuance  of  your  ministry  in  the  First  Church. 

The  proposal  now  submitted  to  you  is  constructive  in 
its  effect,  tending  to  produce  both  confidence  and  peace. 
It  is  to  be  interpreted  as  a  friendly  overture  seeking  the 
best  interests  of  all  concerned.  An  unusual  honor  in 
fact  has  been  paid  you,  albeit  the  acceptance  of  the 
honor  has  explicit  conditions  attached  to  it.  Presby¬ 
terian  annals,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  contain  no  record 
of  any  previous  action  of  this  character.  The  Assembly 
could  not  have  gone  further  in  the  direction  of  accord¬ 
ing  you  a  welcome.  At  the  same  time  the  Assembly 
could  not  have  done  less  toward  maintaining  the  order 
and  procedure  of  our  church. 

In  brief,  your  attention  is  directed  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Assembly  concerning  the  relationship  existing  be¬ 
tween  you  and  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  New 
York  City.  The  Assembly  does  not  in  its  action  pro¬ 
nounce  an  opinion  upon  your  preaching  and  teaching 
in  that  pulpit.  While  it  comments  briefly  upon  the 
nature  of  your  statement  made  to  this  Committee,  it 
utters  no  condemnation  whatsoever.  Neither  does  the 
Assembly  pronounce  the  relationship  illegal,  there  being 
no  rule  of  our  Constitution  either  for  or  against  it.  It 
recognizes  frankly  however  that  a  state  of  disturbance 
exists  in  the  church,  and  it  expresses  the  opinion  that 
this  disturbance  is  largely  the  result  of  an  anomalous 
situation,  which  is  without  precedent  in  our  history,  and 
which  moreover  is  out  of  line  with  our  Form  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  Book  of  Discipline. 
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To  the  cure  of  this  anomaly  with  the  serious  unrest 
arising  from  it  the  Assembly  addresses  itself,  and  its 
conclusion  is  that  the  relation  in  its  present  form  should 
not  continue  longer,  but  should  be  made  regular  and 
conformable  to  our  government  and  usage.  From  being 
a  guest  in  our  Church,  as  you  have  been  for  the  past 
five  years,  the  Assembly  suggests  that  you  voluntarily 
transfer  your  connection  as  a  minister  to  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  our  Consti¬ 
tution,  and  thus  continue  your  ministry  in  the  First 
Church  as  an  installed  Presbyterian  pastor.  In  other 
words  the  Assembly  holds  that,  in  view  of  your  pro¬ 
longed  service  among  us,  and  in  view  especially  of  dis¬ 
turbed  conditions  existing,  it  is  better  for  all  concerned 
that  the  Presbyterian  Church  should  assume  responsi¬ 
bility  for  your  ministry,  and  that  you  in  turn  should 
assume  responsibility  for  the  Church.  This  can  be  done 
in  one  way  only. 

The  language  of  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Commis¬ 
sion,  which  was  made  the  permanent  judgment  of  the 
Assembly,  is  as  follows: 

“We  are  constrained  to  believe  that  the  existing  rela¬ 
tions  should  not  continue  longer.  In  saying  so  we  do 
not  mean  that  the  First  Church  of  New  York  must  of 
necessity  be  deprived  of  the  services  of  Dr.  Fosdick, 
which  they  so  much  desire.  We  do  think,  however,  that 
if  he  desires  to  occupy  a  Presbyterian  pulpit  for  an 
extended  time,  he  should  enter  our  denomination 
through  the  regular  method  and  become  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  authority  of  the  church.  If  this  is 
done,  much  of  the  cause  of  irritation  would  be  removed. 
If  he  can  accept  the  doctrinal  standards  of  our  church, 
fjs  contained  in  the  Confession  of  Faith,  there  should 

[36] 


be  no  difficulty  in  receiving  him.  II  he  cannot,  he  ought 
not  to  continue  to  occupy  a  Presbyterian  pulpit.” 

I  have  thus  laid  before  you  the  action  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  calling  as  it  does 
for  explicit  decision  on  your  part.  I  am  deeply  sensible, 
as  I  send  you  this  communication,  of  the  importance  of 
your  ministry  to  the  church  and  community  which  you 
serve,  as  well  as  of  the  issues  involved  in  your  own 
mind’.  There  is  no  desire  upon  the  part  of  any  of  your 
brethren  to  seek  to  warp  your  judgment,  or  to  hinder 
in  any  manner  the  free  operation  of  your  own  con¬ 
science.  We  can  only  ask  that  the  proposal  may  receive 
free,  full  and  anxious  consideration,  in  the  light  of  all 
the  facts  and  circumstances.  It  is  our  earnest  prayer 
that  you  may  be  guided  by  the  Spirit  of  God  to  make  a 
right  decision.  If  it  be  your  pleasure  to  enter  the  min¬ 
istry  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  you  may  feel  as¬ 
sured  that  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  will  pursue  the 
matter  with  you  at  an  early  date,  after  the  rule  and 
custom  of  our  Church.  In  the  event  that  you  decide 
otherwise,  the  Assembly’s  decision  in  the  situation  is 
clear. 

Grateful  for  the  fellowship  we  have  had  with  you  in 
the  Master’s  work,  and  assuring  you  of  our  deep  interest 
in  your  decision,  I  commend  you  and  all  of  us  for  these 
trying  hours  to  the  grace  and  wisdom  of  God. 

I  am,  with  fraternal  regard, 

Sincerely  yours, 

(Signed)  EDGAR  WHITAKER  WORK. 
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Dr.  Fosdick’s  Reply 


To  the  invitation  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York 
to  enter  the  Presbyterian  Ministry,  Dr.  Fosdick 
made  the  following  reply: 

Rev.  Edgar  Whitaker  Work,  D.D., 

Center  Lovell,  Maine. 

My  dear  Dr.  Work: 

I  have  before  me  your  letter  of  September  1st,  in¬ 
forming  me  of  the  action  of  the  General  Assembly  with 
reference  to  my  relationship  with  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  New  York.  I  agree  with  3rou  that  this  action 
is  a  sincere  and  kindly  endeavor  to  find  a  solution  for  a 
trying  situation  and,  from  my  first  acquaintance  with 
the  Assembly’s  decision  I  have  so  understood  it.  It  is 
with  the  more  regret,  therefore,  that  I  must  write  you 
my  declination  of  the  proposal  which  you  so  courteously 
have  transmitted  to  me. 

My  disinclination  to  become  a  Presbyterian  minister 
is  not  at  all  due  to  denominational  reasons.  Were  the 
transfer  of  my  membership  from  one  denomination  to 
another  the  only  question  involved,  I  have  no  sectarian 
loyalties  that  would  make  the  change  difficult.  But  that 
is  not  the  only  question  involved.  The  proposal  of  the 
General  Assembly  calls  for  a  definite  creedal  subscrip¬ 
tion,  a  solemn  assumption  of  theological  vows  in  terms 
of  the  Westminster  Confession. 

In  answer  to  this  proposal  I  must  in  all  honesty  set 
my  long  standing  and  assured  conviction  that  creedal 
subscription  to  ancient  confessions  of  faith  is  a  practice 
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dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the  church  and  to  the  in¬ 
tegrity  of  the  individual  conscience. 

There  have  been  two  historic  attitudes  toward  creedal 
subscription  among  evangelical  Christians.  Some  have 
welcomed  it,  have  founded  their  churches  upon  accep¬ 
tance  of  definite  formulations  of  faith,  and  then  with 
the  passage  of  time  and  the  coming  of  new  ways  of 
thinking  have  sought  liberty  from  the  literal  meanings 
of  their  confessions  by  emendation  and  interpretation. 

Others,  equally  evangelical,  have  felt  that  this  prac¬ 
tice  is  perilous  to  honesty  and  hampering  to  the  free 
leadership  of  the  Spirit.  They  have  distrusted  the  ethics 
and  feared  the  effect  of  subscription  to  ancient  forms 
of  statement,  involving  successive  reinterpretations  of 
the  meaning  attached  to  the  words.  They  have  refused 
to  require  this  in  their  churches  and,  as  individuals, 
they  have  not  submitted  to  it.  To  this  second  way  of 
thinking  I  unreservedly  belong. 

There  are  many  creedal  statements  such  as  the  Augs¬ 
burg  Confession,  the  Westminster  Confession,  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  which  express  in  the  mental 
formulas  of  the  generations  when  they  were  written 
abiding  Christian  experiences  and  convictions.  I  honor 
all  of  them;  they  represent  memorable  achievements  in 
the  development  of  Christian  thought.  But  for  me  to 
make  a  creedal  subscription  in  terms  of  any  one  of 
them  would  be  a  violation  of  conscience. 

Let  me  add  also  that  this  general  and  long-standing 
attitude  toward  creedal  subscription  is  necessarily 
heightened  by  the  particular  situation  in  which  I  now 
find  myself. 

In  theology  I  hold  the  opinions  which  hundreds  of 
Presbyterian  ministers  hold.  I  am  an  evangelical 
Christian.  So  many  men  of  my  position  have  been 
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cordially  welcomed  into  the  Presbyterian  ministry,  as 
holding  the  substance  of  doctrine  for  which  the  church 
stands,  that  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Pres¬ 
bytery  of  New  York  would  fail  to  receive  me.  But, 
after  two  years  of  vehement  personal  attack  from  a 
powerful  section  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  I  face  now 
an  official  proposal  which  calls  on  me  either  to  make  a 
theological  subscription  or  else  leave  an  influential 
pulpit.  Any  subscription  made  under  such  circum¬ 
stances  would  be  generally  and,  I  think,  truly  interpreted 
as  moral  surrender.  I  am  entirely  willing  that  my 
theology  should  be  questioned ;  I  am  entirely  unwilling 
to  give  any  occasion  for  the  questioning  of  my  ethics. 

One  further  reason  for  my  declination  remains.  I 
undertook  my  present  relationship  at  the  First  Church 
with  entire  good  faith.  Knowing  nothing  about  Presby¬ 
terian  regulations  with  regard  to  the  employment  of 
ministers  from  other  denominations,  I  refused  to  take 
responsibility  for  any  decision  in  the  matter.  When, 
however,  the  Session  of  the  Church,  the  Presbytery  and 
the  Synod  had  passed  upon  the  proposed  arrangement 
without  a  dissenting  voice,  I  supposed  that  my  relation¬ 
ship  with  the  church  was  without  taint  of  irregularity. 

It  was  the  interdenominational  character  of  the 
arrangement  which  chiefly  attracted  me.  Here  was  an 
object  lesson  in  the  new  freedom  with  which  Christians 
could  disregard  denominational  lines  and  work  together. 
The  arrangement  at  the  First  Church  has  been  so  re¬ 
garded  in  popular  thought,  and  I  have  rejoiced  in  that 
aspect  of  the  relationship. 

The  proposal  of  the  General  Assembly,  however, 
would  reverse  all  that.  I  recognize  that  the  Assembly’s 
decision  concerns  the  particular  relationship  at  the  First 
Church  and  cannot  fairly  be  interpreted  as  a  general 
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rule  excluding  tie  ministry  of  non-Presbyterians  from 
Presbyterian  pulpits.  Nevertheless,  the  principle  in¬ 
volved  in  the  decision,  if  logically  applied,  would  cer¬ 
tainly  tend  to  discourage  the  employment  of  any  except 
Presbyterian  clergymen  as  ministers  in  Presbyterian 
pulpits. 

It  may  not  enact  a  rule,  but  it  suggests  a  precedent. 

It  encourages  a  return  to  the  principle  of  a  denomina¬ 
tionally  “closed  shop.’’  It  represents,  so  it  seems  to 
me,  a  retrograde  sectarian  movement.  As  a  convinced 
interdenominationalist,  therefore,  who  does  not  believe 
in  an  exclusive  but  in  an  inclusive  church,  1  must  not 
consent  to  the  decision.  To  concur  with  it  would  be  to 
agree  with  an  attitude  with  which  I  radically  disagree, 
to  fall  in  with  a  denominational  spirit  which  I  regret  x 
and  deplore. 

As  you  see,  my  reasons  for  declining  the  courteous 
invitation  which  you  have  extended  to  me  spring  from 
my  conscience.  I  must  not  do  what  for  me  would  be  a 
disingenuous  and  fictitious  thing,  under  the  guise  of 
taking  solemn  vows.  I  am  sure  you  would  not  have 
me  do  it. 

Let  me  add  a  final  expression  of  my  cordial  thanks 
for  all  the  goodwill  which  I  have  met  in  my  Presby¬ 
terian  associations  in  New  York.  As  associate  minister 
at  the  First  Church  I  have  spent  five  of  the  most 
memorable  and  enjoyable  years  of  my  life.  I  sincerely 
regret  that  so  much  uproar  has  attended  the  latter  part 
of  my  ministry,  but  I  am  grateful  that  it  has  been 
uproar  from  a  distance  and  that  among  my  brethren  in 
the  church  and  Presbytery  I  have  had  such  unfailing 
friendship  and  such  generous  support.  I  leave  these 
relationships  now  with  a  most  lively  sense  of  my  in¬ 
debtedness  to  you  and  to  those  whom  you  represent  and 
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with,  prayerful  good  wishes  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
great  church  to  which  you  belong. 

I  am  sending  a  copy  of  this  letter  to  the  Clerk  of 
Session  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  together  with 
my  resignation  as  associate  minister. 

(Signed)  HARRY  EMERSON  FOSDICK- 


Dr.  Fosdick’s  Resignation 


The  letter  of  resignation  referred  to  in  Dr. 
Fosdick’s  reply  to  Dr.  Work’s  letter  of  invitation  is 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Henry  N.  Tifft, 

Clerk  of  Session, 

First  Presbyterian  Church, 

New  York. 

My  dear  Mr.  Tifft : 

I  enclose  a  letter  just  sent  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
New  York  Presbytery’s  committee,  entrusted  with  the 
task  of  extending  to  me  the  proposal  of  the  General 
Assembly  adopted  last  May.  As  you  will  see,  my 
decision  in  answer  to  this  proposal  necessarily  involves 
my  resignation  as  Stated  Supply  in  the  pulpit  of  the 
First  Church. 

In  addition  to  the  letter  to  Dr.  Work  I  need  say  but 
little  more,  in  writing  to  the  Session  of  the  Church. 
Once  before,  hoping  to  relieve  you  of  the  burdensome 
endurance  which  the  violent  attacks  on  me  have  forced 
you  to  share,  I  resigned  my  engagement  with  the  church, 
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and  only  upon  your  insistence  that  I  remain,  have  I 
continued  to  preach  to  you  during  the  last  two  years 
of  controversy. 

As  now  I  surrender  my  responsibilities  at  the  Fiist 
Church,  let  me  bear  testimony  to  the  unfailing  friend¬ 
ship  with  which  you  have  sustained  my  ministry  !  For 
five  years  we  have  worked  together,  and  alike  with  my 
fellow  ministers,  with  the  office  bearers  and  members 
of  the  Church,  I  have  enjoyed  a  cordial,  unbroken 
fellowship,  which  will  always  be  one  of  the  most  satisfy¬ 
ing  memories  of  my  life.  No  minister  ever  could  hope 
to  enjoy  more  unanimous  and  substantial  backing  from 
his  own  people,  so  that  I  look  back  upon  the  last  five 
years  as  one  of  the  happiest  and  most  fruitful  periods 
of  my  ministry. 

I  need  hardly  say  that  it  has  been  a  source  of  deep 
satisfaction  that  while  some  who  were  many  miles  away 
from  my  work  were  unhappy  oyer  it,  you  who  have 
been  working  with  me  have  so  solidly  and  so  generously 
supported  my  endeavor  to  set  the  Gospel  in  cogent  and 
contemporary  terms  and  make  it  a  living  force  in  the 
new  generation. 

I  wish  in  parting  from  you,  to  do  everything  possible 
to  conserve  the  great  work  on  which  we  have  been  en¬ 
gaged  together.  It  would  be  a  deep  grief  to  me  if,  by 
my  going,  I  should  at  all  unravel  what  I  have  helped  to 
knit  up.  The  far-flung  line  of  service  which  the  First 
Church  is  maintaining  in  New  York  has  been  my  pride 
and  joy.  It  is  one  of  the  most  hopeful  pieces  of  con¬ 
structive  work  for  the  Kingdom  that  I  know  of  in  the 
city.  I  pray  for  the  divine  blessing  on  it  and  on  all  ot 
you  who  will  have  the  privilege  of  continuing  in  its 
active  support. 

My  service  as  associate  minister,  while  you  are  making 
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other  arrangements  for  your  work,  is  at  your  disposal, 
but  I  am  sure  that  it  should  not  continue  long  enough 
to  be  a  source  of  contention  and  discord  in  the  Church 
at  large. 

Faithfully  yours, 

(Signed)  HARRY  EMERSON  FOSDICK. 


Action  of  the  Congregation  of  the  First  Pres¬ 
byterian  Church  on  Dr.  Fqsdick’s  Resignation 

A  meeting  of  the  congregation  of  the  First  Church 
was  held  on  October  22,  1924,  to  receive  a  communi¬ 
cation  from  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  and  to  act 
upon  the  resignation  of  Dr.  Fosdick.  The  communi¬ 
cation  from  the  Presbytery  is  as  follows: 

October  8,  1924. 

Rev.  George  Alexander,  D.D., 

New  York. 

Dear  Dr.  Alexander: 

The  Presbytery  of  New  York  in  session  October  6th 
received  a  Report  from  the  Committee  on  the  First 
Church,  through  Dr.  Work,  chairman.  In  this  Report 
were  embodied  letters  from  Dr.  Work  to  Dr.  Fosdick, 
and  Dr.  Fosdick ’s  reply  thereto,  copies  of  which  are 
enclosed  in  this  letter.  Dr.  Work’s  Report  then  con¬ 
cluded  as  follows: 

4  4  With  the  submission  of  these  letters  to  the  Presby- 
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tery,  tie  Committee  believes  that  it  has  carried  out  the 
instructions  given  to  it. 

“The  resignation  of  Dr.  Fosdick  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  the  Session  but  a  short  time.  The  absence  of  many 
officers  and  members  of  the  congregation  from  the  city 
has  thus  far  prevented  the  holding  of  such  official  eon- 
ferenees  and  meetings  as  are  necessary  in  the  ease.  It 
is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  it  is  due  to  the 
First  Church  that  it  should  have  time  to  consider  this 
subject  in  the  light  of  all  the  papers  pertaining  to  it. 
Therefore  we  offer  the  following 

Resolution  :  That  the  documents  submitted  by  this 
Committee  he  transmitted  to  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  for  their  careful  consideration  and  action  and 
that  the  First  Church  be  respectfully  requested  to  re¬ 
port  back  to  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  at  its  next 
meeting  on  November  10,  1924,  and  further  that  such 
report  he  made  either  directly  to  the  Presbytery  01 
through  this  Committee,  as  the  First  Church  may  dee  d  . 

“Respectfully  submitted, 

“By  the  Special  Committee, 


“EDGAR  WHITAKER  WORK,  Chairman, 
“ALBERT  EDWIN  KEIGWIN, 
“ANTHONY  H.  EVANS, 

“GEORGE  B.  AGNEW, 

“ALFRED  E.  MARLING.” 


The  Report  was  received  and  the  resolution  unani¬ 
mously  adopted  without  discussion. 

Sincerely  yours, 

(Signed)  H.  G.  MENDENHALL. 
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Before  consideration  was  given  to  Dr.  Fosdick’s 
resignation,  the  congregation  adopted,  unanimously, 
the  following  resolution: 


That  we  the  officers  and  members  of  this 
Church  and  Congregation  express  to  Dr.  Fos- 
dick  and  make  known  to  the  Presbyterian 
Church  at  large  and  to  our  fellow  churches  of 
Christ  in  America,  our  unreserved  confidence 
in  him,  our  warm  affection  for  him,  our  faith  in 
his  spiritual  leadership  and  our  belief  in  his 
teachings.  We  further  wish  to  make  unequivo¬ 
cal  and  emphatic  expression  of  our  desire  that 
he  should  remain  with  this  church  in  the  rela¬ 
tionship  which  has  not  only  been  so  profitable 
and  precious  to  us  as  individuals,  but  which  has 
notably  illustrated  in  practice  that  interde¬ 
nominational  spirit  which  is  seeking  an  organic 
unity  in  the  evangelical  churches.  His  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  teachings  of  Christ  has  en¬ 
riched  our  lives  and  has  been  a  spiritual  power 
in  a  time  of  dominant  materialism.  Especially 
are  we  grateful  for  the  religious  zeal  with 
which  his  preaching,  teaching  and  writing 
have  inflamed  the  minds  and  hearts  of  our 
young  people.  We  cannot  contemplate,  without 
respectful  but  urgent  protest,  the  severance  of 
the  ties  that  have  united  us  and  the  withdrawal 
from  us  of  a  ministry  which  has  been  a  price¬ 
less  possession. 


Statement  of  the  Congregation  Accepting 
Dr.  Fosdick’s  Resignation 

The  meeting  of  the  congregation  authorized  the 
acceptance  of  Dr.  Fosdick’s  resignation  by  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  following  statement: 

In  response  to  the  courteous  request  o£  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York,  the  congregation  makes  the  following 
declaration  of  its  attitude  and  purpose: 

(1)  We  affirm  our  loyalty  to  the  Presbyterian 
Chureli,  our  accord  with  its  faith  and  order,  and  our 
enthusiastic  support  of  its  world-wide  work  (as  evi¬ 
denced  by  the  fact  that  we  are  giving  far  more  to  Pres¬ 
byterian  objects  outside  of  our  immediate  field  than  we 
expend  in  the  maintenance  of  our  own  Church).  We 
respect  the  historic  position  of  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church  and  would  resist  any  attempt  to  wrench  it  from 
its  ancient  moorings. 

(2)  We  are  utterly  opposed  to  sectarian  narrowness 
and  seek  to  illustrate  and  promote  the  spirit  of  union 
among  all  genuine  Christians.  We  have  in  our  fellow¬ 
ship  members  drawn  from  nearly  every  Christian  com¬ 
munion,  who  have  found  it  possible  to  work  and  wor¬ 
ship  together  without  friction  and  in  perfect  chanty. 
W»  applaud  every  movement  like  that  initiated  by  the 
General  Assembly  of  1918  designed  to  effect  an  organic 
union  of  all  evangelical  churches. 

(3)  After  more  than  five  years  of  experience  under 
his  ministry,  we  can  testify  that  the  Rev.  Harry  Emer¬ 
son  Fosdiek  has  the  unreserved  confidence  and  affection 
of  our  people.  We  endorse  the  statement  already  made 
by  the  Session  of  our  Church  that  in  its  judgment  his 
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teaching  is  not  subversive  o£  Presbyterian  beliefs,  but 
in  agreement  with  the  reformed  or  evangelical  type  of 
doctrine. 

We  do  not  know  of  any  whose  faith  in  the  great 
verities  of  our  religion  has  been  unsettled  by  his 
method  of  presenting  the  Gospel;  we  do  know  of  many 
whose  faith  has  been  reestablished  and  vitalized.  We 
regard  him  as  the  foremost  preacher  in  our  time  in  his 
ability  to  meet  the  religious  difficulties  and  aspirations 
of  the  new  generation.  Greater  than  our  apprehension 
of  loss  to  ourselves  is  our  fear  that  among  the  educated 
youth  of  our  day  the  Presbyterian  Church  may  be  dis¬ 
credited  by  inhospitality  to  such  a  spiritual  teacher  and 
leader. 

(4)  We  are  satisfied  with  the  existing  relation  be¬ 
tween  Dr.  Posdiek  and  our  Church.  He  has  worked  in 
perfect  harmony  with  the  pastors  of  the  Church  and 
contributed  immensely  to  its  growth  in  grace,  as  well  as 
in  outward  prosperity — a  prosperity  which  has  been 
achieved  without  diverting  to  itself  the  resources  and 
energies  of  any  other  Church. 

We  recognize  the  action  of  the  last  General  Assembly 
as  a  sincere  attempt  to  allay  the  unrest  in  the  Church 
at  large  without  severing  the  connection  between  Dr. 
Posdiek  and  ourselves.  Had  Dr.  Posdiek  found  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  accept  that  overture  we  should  have  invited  him, 
with  great  cordiality,  to  enter  into  still  closer  ecclesias¬ 
tical  relations.  Since  he  has  declined  under  present 
conditions  to  become  a  Presbyterian  minister,  our  con¬ 
cern  is,  not  for  ourselves  alone,  but  for  the  cause  of 
Christ  in  our  city,  to  find  some  way  not  inconsistent 
with  Presbyterian  law  and  usage  whereby  his  ministra¬ 
tions,  which  have  been  attended  with  such  signal  tokens 
of  divine  favor,  may  be  continued. 
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(5)  Nevertheless,  in  view  of  the  action  of  onr  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  and  under  present  conditions,  we  are 
constrained  with  great  reluctance  to  authorize  our  chosen 
officers  to  accept  the  resignation  of  Dr.  Fosdick  as  asso¬ 
ciate  minister,  to  take  effect  at  a  date  most  agreeable 
to  him  and  to  the  Session,  and  not  inconsistent  with 
any  expressed  desire  of  the  Presbytery. 

(6)  We  are  encouraged  by  the  evidence  which  Dr. 
Fosdick ’s  letter  of  resignation  affords  that  his  heart  is 
in  our  work  and  that  he  is  solicitous  for  the  integrity 
and  spiritual  efficiency  of  the  Church  which  he  has 
done  so  much  to  compact  together  in  love.  We  hope 
and  expect  that  a  way  may  be  found  by  which  his  min¬ 
istry  may  be  continued  in  the  Presbyterian  Church. 


Invitation  to  Dr.  Fosdick  to  Preach  in  the 
First  Church 


The  congregation  at  the  same  meeting  authorized 
the  sending  of  the  following  letter  to  Dr.  Fosdick: 


Dear  Dr.  Fosdick  ■ 


October  22,  1924. 


We  have  before  us  your  letter  of  September  7th 
tendering  your  resignation  as  Associate  Minister  of  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church.  While  we.  regret  your  in¬ 
ability  to  become  a  Presbyterian  minister,  we  under¬ 
stand  your  reasons  and  from  every  quarter  we  hear 
expressions  of  approval  of  your  forceful  and  dignified 
attitude. 

In  view  of  your  decision  and  the  opinion  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  that  if  you  should  decline  to  enter,  the 
Presbyterian  Church  the  relation  of  associate  minister 
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should  not  continue,  we  have  felt  compelled,  with 
great  reluctance  but  with  a  desire  to  be  loyal,  to  recom¬ 
mend  acceptance  of  your  resignation. 

We  invited  you  to  enter  into  this  relationship  and 
you  accepted  our  invitation  in  the  spirit  of  Christian 
fellowship  and  with  the  desire  to  promote  Christian 
union.  This  action  was  in  harmony  with  the  declared 
purpose  of  our  denomination.  It  was  our  own  General 
Assembly  which  made  the  following  notable  declaration : 

“The  Presbyterian  Church  holds  Christian  fellow¬ 
ship  with  all  those  who  confess  and  obey  Jesus  Christ 
as  their  divine  Savior  and  Lord,  and  acknowledges  the 
duty  of  all  churches  that  recognize  Him  as  the  Head 
of  the  Church  Universal  to  work  together  in  harmony 
and  love  for  the  extension  of  His  Kingdom  and  the 
good  of  the  world,  and  this  Assembly  earnestly  desires 
to  commend  and  promote  this  Christian  cooperation.” 

It  was  our  Presbyterian  General  Assembly  that  sis 
years  ago,  in  1918,  by  unanimous  and  rising  vote,  de¬ 
clared  its  profound  conviction  that  the  time  had  come 
for  the  organic  union  of  all  Evangelical  churches  and 
took  measures  accordingly. 

We  can  understand  that  from  a  denominational  stand¬ 
point  there  might  be  objection  to  appointing  a  Baptist 
an  associate  minister  of  a  Presbyterian  church,  but  we 
do  not  understand  that  there  can  be  any  valid  objec¬ 
tion  to  inviting  a  Baptist  minister  to  preach  in  a  Pres¬ 
byterian  church.  Such  an  objection  would  be  entirely 
at  variance  with  the  attitude  and  policy  of  our  Church 
as  declared  by  our  General  Assembly. 

Therefore,  after  your  resignation  as  Associate  Min¬ 
ister  takes  effect,  we  invite  you  to  make  it  your  custom 
when  not  otherwise  engaged  to  preach  in  our  pulpit  on 
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Sunday  mornings.  We  cannot  believe  tbat  this  is  in 
opposition  to  the  mind  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 

Our  Church,  as  you  know,  occupies  a  peculiar  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  City  of  New  York.  It  is  the  only  downtown 
Presbyterian  church  that  can  carry  through  a  large 
program  of  Christian  service.  It  is  in  a  district  where 
one-time  private  residences  have  largely  given  place  to 
small  apartments ;  a  district  of  many  different  nationali¬ 
ties  and  religious  faiths ;  a  district  of  changing  popula¬ 
tion,  where  social  classes  are  commingled.  There  are 
few  rich,  some  poor,  many  young  people  of  very  modest 
means,  largely  without  home  ties  to  bind  them.  To 
attain  its  highest  usefulness  in  such  an  environment  our 
Church  must  seek  to  be  a  community  church  as  far  as  it 
is  possible  for  a  Presbyterian  church  to  be  such. 

Your  preaching  has  attracted  to  the  Church  great 
numbers  of  this  composite  population  who  are  being 
slowly  welded  into  a  gracious  fellowship.  We  are  deeply 
concerned  for  the  effect  upon  their  religious  life  of  a 
severance  of  your  relation  to  them.  We  are  solicitous 
to  hold  them  to  the  Church  and  to  win  for  Christ  many 
who  have  been  attracted  but  are  as  yet  undecided. 

During  the  five  years  of  companionship  with  you, 
there  has  grown  to  be  a  mutual,  strong,  personal  affec¬ 
tion.  We  believe  in  your  teachings;  we  regard  you  as 
an  outstanding  figure  in  the  Christian  world  today ;  we 
cannot  hear  the  thought  of  separation.  A  great  spiritual 
force  has  been  built  up  in  the  Church  as.  a  result  of 
your  cooperation  with  us,  and  we  have  definite  plans  for 
further  growth  and  influence  in  the  years  ahead..  We 
will  suffer  an  irreparable  loss  if  you  leave  us  entirely. 

Moreover,  the  Presbyterian  Church  at  large  will  suffer 
seriously.  Thousands  of  young  men  and  women,  at¬ 
tracted  by  your  preaching  and  writing,  will  drift  away 
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from  any  church  association  whatever.  But  the  great¬ 
est  loss  will  be  to  the  cause  of  Christian  fellowship  and 
church  unity  to  which  you  and  we  are  committed. 

Your  withdrawal  will  be  a  blow  to  the  high  hopes 
which  the  General  Assembly  has  expressed  for  the  coming 
of  the  day  of  Christian  unity. 

We  believe  the  welfare  of  our  Church  and  the  fur¬ 
therance  of  the  cause  of  Christ  in  the  great  metropolis 
of  our  country  require  us  in  no  uncertain  terms  to  ex¬ 
tend  to  you  this  invitation,  and  require  you  in  no  less 
certain  terms  to  accept  it.  We  take  upon  ourselves  the 
full  responsibility  of  extending  it.  We  have  faith  to 
believe  that  the  next  General  Assembly,  advised  of  our 
action  and  fully  informed  of  all  the  facts,  will  be  in 
sympathy  with  all  that  we  have  done.  Great  issues  are 
involved  in  the  present  situation  and  we  are  called  upon 
to  stand  up  for  them.  With  all  our  hearts  we  ask  you 
to  stand  with  us. 


George  Alexander 
Thomas  Guthrie  Speers 
Howard  Duffield 
Charles  H.  Parkhurst 
Arthur  Curtiss  James 

J.  K.  Andrews 
Bobert  W.  Boyd 
Paul  Caldwell 
C.  A.  Comstock 
James  Stewart  Cushman 
Bobert  W.  deForest 
Benjamin  G.  Demarest 
John  H.  Finley 
Lawrence  C.  Freer 
James  L.  Greenleaf 
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F.  N.  Hoffstot 
Henry  M.  Humphre}1, 
Leeds  Johnson 

Paul  T.  Jones 
W.  M.  Kingsley 
David  MeMunigle 
James  B.  Munn 
John  P.  Munn 
John  B.  Nicholson 

G.  B.  Overton 
Geo.  A.  Plimpton 
Wm.  E.  Stiger 
Henry  N.  Tifft 
D.  Everett  Wald 
Boger  H.  Williams 
John  Wylie 


Dr.  Fosdick’s  Reply  to  the  Invitation  to  Preach 
in  the  First  Church 

Mr.  Henry  N.  Tifft,  Clerk  of  Sesnion, 

First  Presbyterian  Church, 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

My  dear  Mr.  Tifft : 

The  letter  sent  me  by  vote  of  the  congregation  of  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church  is  before  me  and  in  answer 
I  must  first  of  all  express  my  affectionate  gratitude  for 
its  personal  goodwill  to  me  and  for  the  approval  of  my 
ministry  which  it  contains.  I  should  be  very  insensi¬ 
tive  if  I  were  not  deeply  moved  by  this  cordial  defense, 
coming,  as  it  does,  from  those  who  for  five  years  have 
intimately  known  me  and  shared  my  labors. 

That  you  are  seeking  by  lawful  means  within  the 
Presbyterian  denomination  to  solve  the  problem  which 
confronts  you  and  that  therefore  you  accept  my  resig- 
nation  as  associate  minister  seems  to  me  tlie  only  right 
and  wise  course  to  pursue.  I  should  not  have  consented 
to  be  involved  in  any  other  method  of  procedure.  In¬ 
deed,  for  this  very  reason  I  must  qualify  my  acceptance 
of  your  new  proposal  which  suggests  that  I  should  still 
make  it  my  custom  to  occupy  the  pulpit  of  your  church 
on  Sunday  mornings. 

That  you  have  the  right  to  extend  this  new  invitation 
I  have  no  doubt.  That  I  appreciate  deeply  the  goodwill 
which  prompts  you  to  extend  it  goes  without  saying. 
Nevertheless  it  is  obvious  that  the  General  Assembly 
in  its  action  last  May  intended  that  I  either  become  a 
formally  installed  Presbyterian  clergyman  or  else  cease 
to  occupy  your  pulpit.  You  say  that  when  the  next 

153  3 


Assembly  is  advised  of  your  action  and  fully  informed 
of  all  tlie  facts,  you  are  sure  that  it  will  be  in  sympathy 
with  what  you  have  done.  This  venture  of  faith  it  is 
your  right  to  make  and  any  endeavor  toward  its  realiza¬ 
tion  is  your  privilege  and  your  responsibility.  But, 
until  such  time  as  your  hope  has  been  realized,  we  surely 
ought  not  to  take  for  granted  what  has  not  yet  come 
to  pass. 

In  considering  your  new  proposal,  therefore,  I  must 
insist  that  a  date  be  set  when  my  relationships  with  the 
church,  even  as  casual  supply,  shall  come  to  an  end.  For 
the  sake  of  definiteness,  I  name  the  end  of  March,  1925, 
the  close  of  the  present  church  year,  as  a  date  beyond 
which  under  present  circumstances  I  must  not  consent 
to  preach  in  your  church.  I  name  that  date  as  the 
farthest  possible  extension  of  time  to  which  I  can  con¬ 
sent,  and  I  suggest  that  it  may  seem  wise  to  your  leaders 
to  fix  a  date  even  nearer  at  hand. 

This  acceptance  of  your  new  invitation,  with  the 
qualification  which  I  have  named,  I  consent  to  because 
I  cannot  imagine  any  one  except  a  man  of  ill-will  who 
would  demand  the  abrupt  disarrangement  of  your  work 
in  the  midst  of  the  church  year.  I  am  too  deeply  in¬ 
debted  to  you,  too  affectionately  concerned  for  you,  too 
heartily  interested  in  the  fortunes  of  your  great  organ¬ 
ization  not  to  wish  to  help  you  in  every  honorable  and 
wise  way  that  I  can.  Therefore  I  will  occupy  your 
pulpit,  when  I  am  able,  on  Sunday  mornings  after 
my  resignation  as  associate  minister  takes  effect,  which 
should  be  very  soon,  but  I  must,  however  regretfully, 
terminate  even  this  new  arrangement  on  or  before  the 
close  of  the  church  year. 

I  shall  have  opportunity  on  other  occasions  than  this 
letter  affords  to  express  my  loyal  interest  in  the  church 
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and  my  good  wishes  to  you  all.  You  have  been  my 
unfailing  friends  and  never  more  manifestly  so  than  in 
this  present  outspoken  defense  of  my  ministry  and  pub¬ 
lic  adherence  to  the  aims  which  we  together  have  been 
endeavoring  to  serve. 

Fraternally  yours, 

(Signed)  HARRY  EMERSON  FOSDXCK. 


The  Report  of  the  Session  of  the  First  Church 
to  the  Presbytery  of  New  York 

In  accordance  with  the  resolution  of  the  Presbytery, 
the  Session  of  the  First  Church  at  its  meeting  held 
November  9th  adopted  die  following  resolution: 


November  9,  1924. 

Acting  under  the  authorization  given  by  the 
Congregation  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church, 
New  York,  at  a  meeting  held  October  22, 
1924,  the  Session  hereby  accepts  the  resigna¬ 
tion  of  the  Rev.  Harry  Emerson  Fosdiek,  DB., 
as  associate  minister,  the  resignation  to  take 
effect  at  a  date  to  he  fixed  by  Dr.  Fosdiek  and 
Dr.  Alexander,  after  consultation  with  the 
Presbytery  of  New  York. 


Action  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  on  the 
Report  of  the  Session 


At  the  Meeting  of  the  Presbytery  of  New  York  held 
November  17th  the  following  report  was  adopted: 


REPORT  OF  THE  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
FIRST  CHURCH  TO  THE  PRESBYTERY 
OF  NEW  YORK 


November  17,  1924 

At  its  meeting  on  October  6,  1924,  the  Presbytery 
received  and  approved  a  Report  from  this  Committee 
on  matters  pertaining  to  the  First  Church.  The  papers 
in  the  case  then  in  hand  were  referred  to  the  First 
Church,  with  a  respectful  request  that  the  Church  re¬ 
port  back  to  the  Presbytery  on  November  10,  1924, 
either  directly  or  through  this  Committee.  The  papers 
consisted  of  a  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  advising  Hr.  Fosdick  of  the  proposal  of  the 
General  Assembly,  and  a  reply  from  Dr.  Fosdick  de¬ 
clining  to  accept  the  Assembly’s  proposal. 

It  is  the  desire  of  the  Church  to  report  through  the 
Committee.  A  meeting  of  the  congregation  duly  called 
was  held  on  Wednesday  evening,  October  22,  1924,  at 
which  time  the  papers  referred  to  the  Church  by  the 
Presbytery  were  submitted  to  the  congregation.  There 
was  also  laid  before  the  congregation  a  letter  from  Dr. 
Harry  Emerson  Fosdick  to  the  Session,  dated  September 
7,  1924,  tendering  his  resignation  as  associate  minister. 
In  concluding  his  letter  of  resignation  Dr.  Fosdick  said : 
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“My  service  as  associate  minister,  while  you  are  making 
other  arrangements  for  your  work,  is  at  your  disposal, 
but  I  am  sure  that  it  should  not  continue  long  enough 
to  be  a  source  of  contention  and  discord  in  the  church 
at  large.”  Therefore  the  congregation,  in  response  to 
the  request  of  the  Presbytery,  made  a  declaration  of  its 
attitude  and  purpose,  which  in  substance  is  as  follows: 

The  First  Church  affirms  its  loyalty  to  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Church,  its  accord  with  Presbyterian  faith  and 
order,  and  its  enthusiastic  support  of  the  work  of  the 
denomination  in  the  wide  world.  Any  attempt  to 
wrench  the  First  Church  from  its  ancient  Presbyterian 
moorings  would  be  resisted. 

The  Church  declares  further  that  it  is  committed  to 
the  ideal  of  union  among  Christians,  as  illustrated  by 
the  varied  membership  of  the  First  Church.  It  espe¬ 
cially  applauds  such  movements  toward  organic  union 
as  that  which  was  initiated  by  our  General  Assembly 
in  1918. 

The  Church  emphatically  renews  its  endorsement  of 
the  ministry  of  Dr.  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick,  and  ex- 
oresses  the  unreserved  confidence  and  affection  of  the 
people  toward  him.  It  supports  the  statement  already 
made  to  the  Presbytery  by  the  Session  that  his  teaching 
is  not  subversive  of  Presbyterian  beliefs,  and  that  it  is 
in  agreement  with  the  reformed  or  evangelical  type  of 
doctrine.  It  affirms  also  its  belief  that  his  teaching  has 
reestablished  many  in  their  faith,  and  expresses  the 
fear  that  inhospitality  toward  such  a  leader  and  teacher 
may  work  harm  among  the  educated  youth  of  our  day. 

The  Church  affirms  that  it  is  satisfied  with  the  pres¬ 
ent  relation,  and  expresses  profound  regret  that  it  can¬ 
not  in  the  circumstances  invite  Dr.  Fosdick  to  come 
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into  a  closer  relation  with  the  Church.  Having  in  mind 
the  wide  interests  involved,  the  Church  is  concerned  to 
find  some  way  not  inconsistent  with  Presbyterian  law 
and  usage,  whereby  his  ministration  to  the  Church  may 
be  continued. 

Nevertheless,  in  view  of  the  action  of  the  General 
Assembly,  and  under  present  conditions,  the  Church  is 
constrained,  with  great  reluctance,  to  authorize  its 
chosen  officers  to  accept  the  resignation  of  Dr.  Fosdiek 
as  associate  minister,  to  take  effect  at  a  date  most  agree¬ 
able  to  him  and  to  the  Session,  and  not  inconsistent 
with  any  expressed  desire  of  the  Presbytery. 

The  report  of  the  Church  closes  with  an  expression  of 
its  satisfaction  in  the  fact  that  Dr.  Fosdiek ’s  attitude 
is  so  manifestly  one  of  solicitude  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Church  and  its  work.  On  November  9,  1924,  the  Ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Church  met  and  took  the  following  action : 

‘‘Acting  under  the  authorization  given  by 
the  congregation  of  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church,  New  York,  at  a  meeting  held  October 
22,  1924,  the  Session  hereby  accepts  the 
resignation  of  the  Reverend  Harry  Emerson 
Fosdiek,  D.D.,  as  associate  minister,  the  resig¬ 
nation  to  take  effect  at  a  date  to  be  fixed  by 
Dr.  Fosdiek  and  Dr.  Alexander  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  Presbytery  of  New  York.” 

(attest)  GEORGE  AL/E.!KANDER, 

Moderator . 

(At  this  point  the  Committee  interrupted  its  report  and 
requested  Presbytery  to  give  Dr.  Alexander  an  oppor- 
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tunity  to  make  any  supplementary  statement  he  may 
desire  to  make,  and  to  answer  questions  from  members 
of  Presbytery.) 

It  appears  from  the  report  of  the  Church  already 
submitted  and  from  the  supplementary  statement  made 
by  the  pastor,  Dr.  Alexander,  that  the  desire  of  the 
General  Assembly  has  been  fully  met  by  the  acceptance 
in  regular  form  of  the  resignation  of  the  associate  min¬ 
ister.  It  cannot  be  too  strongly  emphasized  that  the 
main  question  is  thus  settled.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
reason  to  harbor  any  doubt  on  this  subject.  The  sole 
question  remaining  is  the  fixing  of  the  date  when  the 
resignation  shall  take  effect. 

To  this  subject  the  Committee  has  given  studious 
attention.  In  general  it  is  our  opinion  that  the  Pres¬ 
bytery,  charged  with  the  care  of  its  churches,  is  bound 
to  consider  the  welfare  of  the  First  Church  with  sympa¬ 
thy  and  understanding.  The  main  question  being  set¬ 
tled,  it  is  competent  for  Presbytery  to  decide  upon  the 
wisest  course  to  pursue  in  the  matter  of  the  date,  having 
in  mind  the  unusual  circumstances  that  surround  the 
whole  matter.  If  the  General  Assembly  were  here  on 
the  ground,  or  at  least  the  Judicial  Commission,  we  have 
no  doubt  that  careful  attention  would  be  given  to  the 
serious  problem  with  which  the  First  Church  is  con¬ 
fronted.  The  Presbytery  can  do  no  less  than  this. 

The  opinion  of  this  Committee  covers  three  points, 
and  we  so  inform  the  Presbytery. 

First ,  it  is  our  conclusion  that  it  is  wise  in  the  circum¬ 
stances  that  there  should  be  a  reasonable  interval  before 
the  resignation  shall  take  effect,  as  in  the  ease  of  any 
pastor  who  resigns  his  charge.  In  the  particular  case 
before  us  such  a  postponement  appears  to  be  imperative, 

[  59  1 


in  order  that  the  Church  may  be  saved  from  extraordi¬ 
nary  confusion  and  loss.  It  is  well  for  Presbytery  to 
remember  how  difficult  the  transition  to  new  conditions 
is  likely  to  be.  It  is  both  reasonable  and  necessary  to 
give  the  Church  ample  opportunity  to  adjust  itself  to 
another  order,  and  to  make  safe  and  wise  plans  for  the 
future.  This  is  a  counsel  of  prudence  which  we  think 
ought  to  be  observed. 

Second ,  it  is  our  opinion  that  any  temporary  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  present  relation  which  shall  seem  wise 
in  the  circumstances  should  be  on  a  regular  basis  ap¬ 
proved  by  Presbytery.  The  date  when  the  resignation 
shall  take  effect  should  be  definite,  and  there  shall  be 
no  other  date. 

Third ,  it  is  our  judgment  that  definite  action  of  this 
character  as  to  the  date  when  the  resignation  shall  take 
effect  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  solicitations  and 
friendly  spirit  of  the  General  Assembly’s  action.  More¬ 
over,  it  will  safeguard  the  welfare  of  this  great  congre¬ 
gation,  whose  loyalty  to  the  will  of  the  General  Assembly 
is  not  to  be  questioned. 

Therefore  the  Committee  makes  the  following  recom¬ 
mendation  : 

That  the  resignation  ■ of  Dr.  Fosdick  as  asso¬ 
ciate  minister  of  the  First  Presbyterian,  Church 
take  effect  March  1 ,  1925 ,  and  that  his  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Church  terminate  on  that  date. 

This  Committee  is  actuated  by  no  other  motive  than 
a  desire  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  General  Assembly 
in  a  manner  that  is  just,  wise  and  fraternal  and  that 
will  conserve  as  far  as  possible  the  important  spiritual 
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interests  of  the  First  Church.  We  trust  that  the  mea¬ 
sure  proposed  will  he  regarded  by  our  brethren  every¬ 
where  as  an  action  of  sound  judgment  and  wise  generos¬ 
ity,  such  as  will  tend  to  that  gracious  peace  which  we 
all  greatly  desire. 

It  is  our  ardent  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Presbytery 
of  New  York,  even  men  of  variant  opinions,  may  ba 
able  to  unite  heartily  in  this  action. 

Respectfully  submitted 
by  the  Committee 

EDGAR  W.  WORK,  Chairman 
A.  EDWIN  KEIGWIN 
ANTHONY  H.  EVANS 
GEORGE  B.  AGNEW 
ALFRED  E.  MARLING 

(attest) 

H.  G.  MENDENHALL, 

Stated  Clerk, 


(Signed)  Henry  N.  Tifft, 

Clerk  of  Session . 
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